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Current Topics. 
The Illness of the Lord Chancellor. 


THERE WILL BE great regret in both branches of the profession 
at Lord Cave’s illness. We print elsewhere the statement 
which was made in the House of Lords last week as to its cause. 
The duties of the Lord Chancellor are at all times onerous. 
During the tenure of office, the duties are patiently borne, and 
so far as human capacity extends, are faithfully and zealously 
performed. Ex-Chancellors who are freed from the silence 
which office imposes say quite freely that they are far greater 
than many are capable of performing. However that may be, 
the duties seem to get done, but even temporary illness—and 
illness accompanied by pain and anxiety—must add greatly 
to the strain. And Lord Cave has taken up in earnest the 
scheme of legislative reform to which, a few months ago, there 
seemed every prospect that Lord BirKENHEAD would continue 
to devote a much more youthful fund of energy. We hope 
sincerely that Lord Cave will have a speedy recovery. 


The Rent Restrictions (Notice of Increase) Act, 1923. 

WE COMMENCE to print this week the Statutes which have 
been passed since the first Session of Parliament of last year. 
They include the Rent Restrictions (Notices of Increase) Act, 
1923, which, as is well known, is intended to override as from 
lst December, 1922, the decision in Kerr v. Bryde, 1923, A.C. 16, 
that, in a periodic tenancy, notice to quit is a condition precedent 
to an increase of rent under the Rent Restrictions Act, 1920. 
Up to Ist December matters remain in statu quo. Increases 
which had then been paid under invalid notices cannot be got 
back by tenants; increases which were not paid cannot be 
recovered by landlords. As from 1st December, increases which 
were previously invalid are validated, but are recoverable only 
by instalments and provided a notice in accordance with the 
37 
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Schedule to the new Act is served. Since in the course of the 
publication of the new Statutes we shall not reach the Act this 
week, we are printing it as part of our ordinary issue, and it will 
be repeated later in our Statutes pages. We may also call attention 
to the annotated print of the Act which, as announced under 
* Books of the Week,” has been issued by the Editors of “ Law 
Notes.” 


The Abolition of the Delivery of Particulars. 

On TvuEspAy night in Committee of the House of Commons 
on the Finance Bill, Sir Witt1am Butt moved the following new 
clause which stood in the names of himself, Mr. R. C. Nessrrt, 
and Mr. Dennis Herperr. A clause in the same terms was also 
placed on the paper by Sir Herperr Neip, and five other 
members, and a like clause by Mr. PReTryMan— 

* As from the commencement of this Act such parts of section four 
of The Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, as are not repealed by section fifty- 
seven of The Finance Act, 1920, shall be repealed.’’ 

The effect of this clause will be readily appreciated by those— 
and there are probably a good many—who on the passing of the 
Finance Act, 1920, took their working copies of the Act of 1910, 
and crossed out the parts which were then repealed. There 
remained of s. 4 all that part which related to delivery of par- 
ticulars of transfer on sale of land and grants of leases for terms 
exceeding fourteen years, but everything relating to the assess- 
ment and collection of Increment Value Duty was struck out. 
Thus Increment Value Duty was got rid of, but the Delivery of 
Particulars remained. The clause in question would have, 
therefore, the effect of getting rid of this remnant—.e., of “* P.D.” 
It was carried on a division at 12.15 a.m. by 195 to 126. 


The New Clause in the House of Commons. 

As THIS wILL hardly end the matter—for it seems that the 
question is to be raised again on the report stage of the Bill— 
we need not recall in any detail how the clause came to be carried. 
Sir W. Joynson-Hicks, who in his new office of Secretary to the 
Treasury was in charge of the Bill, found himself in a difficult 
position. He remembered his own support for the proposed 
change last year, but did not see his way as a member of the 
Government to accepting a clause which would very materially 
affect the activities of the Land Valuation Department. He 
proposed to adjourn the matter for a year, and Sir WILLtaM 
BULL, appreciating no doubt his difficulty, was ready to withdraw 
the clause ; but as one member remarked, “ Directly the question 
of land values and of valuation of land is raised, it arouses passion 
in every constituency in the country.” And there appears to 
have been—not passion—but “ a certain liveliness ” in the House 
of Commons, which led to members who were apparently 
opposed to the clause insisting on a division, with the result above 
stated. It appears that the Government Whips had been taken 
off for the occasion. 


The Valuation Office. 

As TO THE merits of the matter, it is unnecessary to add 
anything to the circumstances set out in the letter from the 
President of the Law Society and members of the Council, which 
we print elsewhere, and which was also sent to The Times (18th 
inst.). It is not in their own interests that solicitors have 
called for the abolition of the Delivery of Particulars. In fact, 
it means a considerable loss to them. It has been called for in 
the interests of clients who have been compelled to pay for 
supplying to the Government information which may or may 
not be useful for official purposes, but which at any rate should 
be supplied free of expense. Whether it is in fact of any real 
value is doubtful. Probably it is too transitory and too much 
founded on special circumstances to be of permanent utility in 
valuation. Of course, the matter touches very closely the question 
of the continuance of the Valuation Office, but that office does 
not depend solely on these Particulars. Established originally 


for the purpose of the administration of the Land Duties, it has 
survived the abolition of the duties, and will probably find work 
even should the new clause be finally adopted by Parliament. 





According to the Report of the Select Committee on the Office 
issued in 1920, 64 Sox. J. 754, it has work to do in connection 
with valuations for death duties and other fiscal purposes, and 
various Government Departments make use of it. The Com- 
mittee recommended that it should be the valuation office for 
all Departments. It appears that the whole question of land 
valuation for Government purposes is under consideration, and 
the present incident may lead to a definite decision on the 
subject. 


Prolonged Pregnancy. 

Last WEEK’s Lancet contains an address on “ The Duration of 
Pregnancy in its Medico-Legal Aspect,” which was given by 
Dr. THomas Warts Epen, Obstetric Physician, Charing Cross 
Hospital, in opening a discussion at the meeting of the Medico- 
Legal Society on 17th April. The address is an interesting 
summary of scientific facts and speculations—or shall we say 
guesses—on a matter which is of frequent practical importance 
in the courts, and it may be useful to call attention to it, though 
we do not propose to go into the details of the calculation of the 
possible duration of pregnancy. Dr. Epgn was one of the three 
specialists who were called by the Attorney-General, Sir GoRDON 
Hewarrt, to give evidence in the Gaskill Case, and there stated 
to be amongst the greatest living English authorities on the 
subject. His evidence will be found summarized in the report 
at 1921, P., p. 430. In these cases there is, as Dr. EDEN points 
out, an initial difficulty in ascertaining the date from which 
pregnancy should be reckoned, but according to the methods 
usually adopted, the duration is normally some 275 days. In the 
Gardner Peerage Case it was 312 days, but the length of the 
pregnancy was not the only circumstance in that case, and the 
finding of illegitmacy was based also on the conduct of the 
woman. 


The Gaskill Case. 

In THE Gaskill Case the time was 331 days. The circum- 
stances enabled a date of conception to be given more accurately 
than in most cases, and there was no evidence impugning the 
character of the woman. In his evidence in the case Dr. EDEN 
accepted as authentic four reported instances of prolonged 
pregnancy, and he repeated these in his address. They date 
from 1884 to 1901 ; the periods range from 311 to 336 days; and the 
weight of the child at birth from 114 Ibs. to 134 Ibs., the last 
being in the 336 case. He refers to a later case of 1917, given 
by Dr. Henpry, of Liverpool, where the period was 328 days, 
but he declines to accept it as authentic. He sums up the matter, 
however, by saying that, on the medical data, human pregnancy 
may be prolonged to a period of 336 calculated days, and that 
there is nothing to show that even this figure is the outside limit 
beyond which prolongation of pregnancy is impossible. But 
cases beyond 320 days are “ so rare that alleged instances should 
be very carefully scrutinized, and confirmatory evidence should 
be forthcoming if they are to be accepted as authentic.” And 
the child would in all cases be much above the average weight 
of children born at the normal time. In the Gaskill Case the. 
child was said to have been large, but was not weighed at birth. 
Dr. EpeEN is careful not to question the justice of the decision 
in the Gaskill Case. Whether he accepts that case as correct, 
we prefer to leave to readers of his address. It may be 
remembered that Lord BrrKENHEAD, with great kindliness, 
concluded his judgment with an exhortation to the husband and 
wife to return to each other. “ Both have been the sport of 
Nature ; both are still young. They were happy together until 
the suspicion arose. Now that is dissipated, they should at least 
eonsider whether they cannot recapture that which they lost.” 


The Retention of Deposit on Sale. 

WE VENTURED to suggest last week, ante, p. 632, that the 
decision of Mr. Justice AstBury in Chillingworth v. Asche, 
ante, p. 556, had carried the rule as to retention of a deposit 
by the vendor somewhat further than has hitherto been recog- 
nized, and we pointed out that no actual decision on the point 
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was necessary in Moeser v. Wisker, L.R. 6 C.P. 120. The 
question was whether, in a case where there is no concluded 
contract, but a deposit is paid in anticipation of a contract, 
the vendor is entitled to retain the deposit if the purchaser, 
without any fault on the part of the vendor, fails to enter 
into a contract. AstBuRY, J., held that the deposit could 
be retained. In our observations on this case we noticed that 
the same rule had previously been held to apply in favour of 
the vendor where there is in fact a concluded contract, but 
for want of a written memorandum it is unenforceable, and 
we referred to Gosbell v. Archer, 2 A. & E. 500, as deciding this 
point, though Carson v. Roberts, 31 Beav. 613, is to the contrary, 
Curiously enough, a similar decision was given by Horripeg, J., 
in Monnickendam v. Leanse, 39 T.L.R. 445, on 26th April, 
the day after Mr. Justice AsrBpurRy’s decision. A deposit was 
paid by a purchaser on a contract for sale of a house, but the 
written memorandum did not satisfy the Statute of Frauds. 
Mr. Justice Horrinee, in a very careful judgment, held, in 
reliance on Gosbell v. Archer, supra, and Thomas v. Brown, 
1 Q.B.D. 714, and against the judgment of Romitiy, M.R., 
in Casson v. Roberts, that the deposit could be retained ; but 
the case where there is a concluded contract appears to differ 
from that where there is no contract at all. 


Sub-letting by Instalments. 


Tue House or Lords has upheld in Chatterton v. Terrell, Times, 
20th inst., the judgment of the Court of Appeal, 1922, 2 Ch. 647, 
reversing AsTBURY, J., to the effect that a covenant not to sublet 
premises is broken where the tenant first sub-lets a part with 
the landlord’s assent, and then sub-lets the remainder of the 
premises without that assent. In other words, although the 
assignment or underletting part only of premises without the 
landlord’s consent is not breach of a covenant not to assign or 
sub-let the premises, yet the tenant is not entitled to sub-let in 
succession each separate part of the premises until he has sub-let 
the whole. The court looks at the substance of the transaction, 
not its form, and this method of sub-letting by instalments 
becomes converted at last into a sub-letting of the whole premises. 
In Chatterton v. Terrell, supra, the case was somewhat complicated 
by the fact that the tenant had obtained consent for the sub- 
letting of the first part though not of the second. It was possible, 
therefore, for counsel to contend ingeniously and with some 
plausibility that the tenant had not parted with the possession 
of the premises without the landlord’s consent, since there had 
been a partial giving of consent. But in strict logic the replication 
to this plea is clear. The covenant does not say that the tenant 
must refrain from assigning the premises if the landlord refuses 
consent to the assignment of the whole premises, but that the 
tenant must refrain from assigning wnless the landlord gives 
consent to the assignment of the whole of the premises. The 
verbal difference is small, but the logical effect is great. “ Not 
assenting ” is not the equivalent of “ refusing,” so that the onus 
of proof is on the tenant to show that the landlord has wholly 
assented, not on the landlord to show that he has wholly dissented 
from the proposed assignment or underletting. 


Wrong Documents before the Court. 


In Rex v. Governor of Brixton Prison, ex parte Church, Times, 20th 
inst., the Divisional Court complained that the copy of anincomplete 
police court register supplied to thesolicitor’s clerk for the applicant 
in a habeas corpus motion had led to the waste of judicial time 
by the issue of a rule nisi that ought not to have been issued. 
The facts were these: An Indian official was arrested under a 
warrant issued under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, charging 
him with having committed certain offences in India against 
ss. 161, 418, and 428 of the Indian Penal Code. The magistrate 
who conducted the preliminary investigation—which is of the 
same character under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, as under 
the Extradition Act, 1870, the main difference being that the former 
applies to alleged fugitives from justice as between one part of 
the Empire and another, whereas the latter applies as between 





Britain and a foreign country—committed the prisoner for 
extradition mainly on the evidence of certain letters relied on as 
primé facie admission of the offence. Application for a rule nisi 
was made to the King’s Bench to discharge this extradition order, 
and the court granted the rule nist because there was some doubt 
whether the alleged confession disclosed an offence under s. 161, 
although it undoubtedly disclosed one under ss. 418 and 420. 
The court had before it, annexed as an exhibit to an affidavit for 
the applicant, a copy of the police court register containing the 
entry of the charge, and this contained no reference to the 
ss. 418 and 420. But on the return of the rule it appeared that 
the original warrant for arrest had expressly set out the latter 
two sections as well as s. 161, although the entries in the register 
of the magisterial court had omitted the latter two by some 
inadvertence. In the circumstances counsel for the applicant 
could not ask for a rule absolute, and could only ask that the rule 
might be dismissed without costs on the ground that the error 
was not theirs, but that of a magisterial officer. The Divisional 
Court, however, held that the applicant’s legal advisers ought to 
have asked for the production of the original warrant before 
taking the grave step of moving for a writ of Habeas Corpus. 
Therefore the applicant was ordered to pay costs. 


Insurance Policies and Volcanic Eruptions. 

THE PRESENT eruption of Etna, which is day by day burying 
the fertile cornlands of Sicily under streams of lava, is bound to 
bring in its train a not inconsiderable number of claims against 
insurance companies at home and abroad. It will be within the 
recollection of lawyers practising in the Commercial Court that 
the great San Francisco earthquake of 1900 and the Jamaica 
upheaval of 1905 led to long continued litigation in the courts 
of America and of the West Indies. The chief issue in each case 
was the damage caused by fires occurring simultaneously with 
these earthquakes and completing the damage thereby done. Of 
course, all these insurance policies excepted damage actually done 
by earthquakes, or a special premium was charged tocoverit. But 
not all policies excluded damage done by fire “ arising out of ” 
or “ caused by ” earthquakes, although probably at common law 
the exception of the cause would presumably exclude automati- 
cally alldamage which was its “naturaland probableconsequence.” 
But even where an express exception was found to have been 
inserted in the policies, the companies were still under the 
necessity of proving that the fire was in fact caused by the 
earthquake, for on them rests the onus of proof, once the damage 
has been traced to the insured peril, fire. Now, when an earth- 
quake occurs at a certain hour, and a few minutes afterwards 
fires everywhere break out on the scene of devastation, common 
sense assumes that most, if not all, these conflagrations have 
been the result of the earthquake removing the fire-proof hearths 
which prevent domestic fires from spreading; but in any 
particular case there may quite possibly be a special cause. 
Hence in each case it is almost impossible to discharge the onus 
of proof, and arbitrators—still more juries—were very difficult 
to convince that the fire had resulted from the excluded peril. 
The maxim of evidence, Probata non probabilia cogunt judicium, 
proved an effective weapon in the hands of counsel for claimants. 
Whether experience has found a more effective phrasing to 
protect insurance companies, the present eruption will probably 
demonstrate in the course of litigation. 


Church Collections. 


Tue Dean oF ArcHES made some interesting observations 
last week on the position of the collection at church services 
(see Marson v. Unmack, Times, 12th June). He reminded those 
concerned that (with the exception of the offertory at the 
communion service, for which provision was made by the rubric) 
a collection such as that made during matins or evensong was 
‘“‘an incident occurring during a service or interposed between 
different portions of it, but was no more part of the service 
than an organ voluntary, or the action of a verger in closing 
windows or lighting the gas while a service was in progress.” 
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Such a collection was, in his view, an interlude which was 
justified solely by the sanction of long custom. The case arose 
out of allegations that the rector in question had not complied 
with the law in various small details connected with the announce- 
ment of and allocation of collections. It is not the first time 
that the subject of collections has been before the court, for in 
Howell v. Holdroyd, 1897, P. 198, litigation arose as a result of 
friction between a vicar and one of the churchwardens, owing 
to the failure on the part of the latter to comply with the customs 
recognised in that particular church, of placing the bag containing 
the collection on a plate provided for the purpose. The present 
method, very frequently adopted, of collecting the money during 
the singing of a hymn is so obviously inconvenient and dis- 
concerting that it must be assumed to be a necessary evil due, 
possibly, to the discovery that it is a method productive of 
better results than the practice of holding a plate at the door 
at the conclusion of the service. The latter method is clearly 
more decorous and appropriate, though, at the same time passive 


and less min tory. 








The Rent Restrictions Bill. 


II.—Restrictions from 1925 to 1930. 


In our preceding articles those provisions of the new Rent 
Restriction Bill were summarized which amend the existing 
statute. That, however, is due to expire under the Bill on 
2th June, 1925, in England, and 28th May, 1925, in Scotland. 
After that date there comes a period of five years during which 
a wholly new set of provisions are to apply. This quinquennial 
period may itself be shortened at any time during its duration 
by means of a simple resolution passed by both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, providing for the repeal of Part IT of the Bill, did, clause 16, 
proviso. But the interesting point to note is that, during this 
quinquennial period, from 1925 to 1930, the existing Act and its 
provisions are not continued in existence at all. A new Rent 
Restriction statute, with quite different incidents, is set up 
instead. The provisions of this new measure are very curious 
and raise a number of questions. 

In the first place, the “ statutory tenancy ” comes to an end 
on 24th June, 1925. During the quinquennial period which 
follows, the tenant of a protected house 1s not, a “ statutory ” 
tenant, in the sense in which that term has been hitherto inter- 
preted by the courts, 7.e., the holder of a privileged form of 
tenancy created by the statute. He becomes, instead, a “ sitting 
tenant” (clause 12 (1) ), and the rights of the “ sitting tenant ” 
are quite different from those of a statutory tenant. In fact he 
is merely a protected trespasser unless and until a court chooses 
to make a declaration and order that his tenancy isto be treated 
as a “subsisting tenancy,” notwithstanding its determination 
in due course of law by notice to quit or otherwise. The court 
is not bound to make any such order, and can only do so where 
it deems that the landlord proposes to make a “harsh or 
oppressive ” exercise of his rights as such. In fact, there appear 
to be three conditions precedent before the court can make such 
an order : 

(1) The landlord must be at common law in a position to 
take proceedings for recovery or ejectment. 
(2) He must have taken such proceedings. 
(3) It must appear to the court that either 
(a) the proceedings are “ harsh or oppressive ”; or 
(b) that ‘“‘ exceptional hardship would be caused to the 
sitting tenant by the making or giving of an order or judg- 
ment for possession or ejectment os (cl. 12 (1) ). 
Provided these conditions precedent are satisfied—and apparently 
the onus of proof rests on the “ sitting tenant ’—the court has 
a discretion either to refuse the order for ejectment or to stay it 
subject to conditions (ibid). This is a discretionary power, and 


does not appear to be mandatory. The practical result is that 
a “ sitting tenant ’’ is a mere trespasser after expiry of his term 


by notice or otherwise, but a trespasser whom the court may 
protect in certain cases if in its discretion it thinks fit. This 
point is so important that we print in extenso the provisions of 
clause 12 (1) :— 

““12.—(1) If proceedings are taken against the person who on the 
twenty-fourth day of June, nineteen hundred and twenty-five, is 
tenant of a dwelling-house to which the principal Act then applies 
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘sitting tenant’) for the recovery of 
possession of the dwelling-house or for the ejectment of the tenant 
therefrom at any time after that day, should it appear to the court 
that the proceedings are harsh or oppressive, or that exceptional 
hardship would be caused to the sitting tenant by the making or giving 
of an order or judgment for possession or ejectment, the court may 
refuse to make or give such an order or judgment, or may adjourn the 
application for, or stay or suspend execution of any such order or 
judgment, or postpone the date of possession for such period or periods, 
and subject to such conditions, as it thinks proper, and if such con- 
ditions are complied with, the court may, if it thinks fit, discharge or 
rescind any such order or judgment.” 

The drafting of the clause is capable of improvement, but 
the precise effect of this mode of arranging for the protection 
of tenants would seem to be that :— 

(1) The tenant will be no longer protected against a peaceable 
re-entry by the landlord, if the latter can so get possession, but 
has merely an application for relief if and when the landlord 
applies to the court for assistance to eject him. In other words, 
the doctrine of an “ implied suspension of the landlord’s common 
law right of re-entry” laid down in Remon v. City of London 
Real Property Co., Lid., 1921, 1 K.B. 49, and approved in Cruise 
v. Terrell, 1922, 1 K.B. 664, would appear to have no application 
during the quinquennial period throughout which Part II is to 
operate. 

(2) There will be no longer any “ bar on the jurisdiction of 
the court,” which prevents it from making an order for possession 
except subject to the statutory conditions precedent, as under 
s. 5 of the existing Act. It follows that the tenant can estop 
himself from claiming relief by waiver, or contract, or otherwise 
in a way that is not permitted under the Rent Restriction Act : 
Barton v. Fincham, 1921.2 K.B. 291. In the case cited a 
statutory tenant had agreed with his landlord to surrender 
the tenancy and had been paid a money consideration for so 
doing ; he then refused to move ; the Court of Appeal held that 
in such a case the court was unable to make an order for recovery 
of possession because of the statutory bar on the jurisdiction 
of the court which could not be waived. Clearly, no considerations 
of this kind will have any application during the quinquennial 
period. 

(3) The, landlord who applies for possession is primé facie 
entitled to an order on proving that at common law he is so 
entitled. 

(4) The “ sitting tenant” who resists the order must show 
grounds for relief in respect of either “ harshness” or 
“* exceptional hardship.” 

(5) The court’s decision, if in the tenants’ favour, takes the 
form of either— 

(a) refusing an order for recovery of possession; or 

(b) adjourning the application for such an order ; or 

(c) making the order, but staying or suspending execution ; 
or 

(d) granting the order and permitting execution, but 
postponing the possession to a future date. 

(6) The court will attach any proper conditions where it 
gives the relief. 

(7) The court may attach to any order it makes a declaration 
that the tenancy is to be treated as a “ subsisting tenancy ” 
clause 12 (2). 

(8) Where the court attaches this declaration, but apparently 
not in other cases, it may also fix a “ fair and reasonable rent ” : 
clause 12 (2). 

(9) Incidental provisions of el. 12 provide that— 

(2) A sub-tenant to whom the premises are sublet is not 
to be prejudiced by an order against the sitting tenant unless 





the court otherwise orders: «id., s-s. (3). 
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(6) Where the landlord proceeds under the Small Tenements 
Recovery Act, 1838, seeking a summary eviction order from 
magistrates, the magisterial court is not to possess any Rent 
Restriction jurisdiction, but the tenant is to have an absolute 
right to require the removal of the proceedings into the county 
court. 

(c) In fixing a “fair and reasonable rent,” the county 
court judge may obtain the assistance of “ reference com- 
mittees ” appointed by the Ministry of Health. 

Next in importance to the complete alteration of the character 
of a “statutory tenant” by his conversion into a “ sitting 
tenant ” comes the provision under Part II for fixing during 
the quinquennial period, a “fair and reasonable rent.” As 
regards this it should be noticed :— 

(1) The county court judge is not bound to interfere with 
the rent. He can refuse an order or suspend execution without 
doing so: clause 12 (1). 

(2) The judge’s power to fix a fair rent only arises when 
he chooses to make an order declaring that the expired tenancy 
is to be treated as a “ subsisting tenancy”; clause 12 (2). 
He need not make such an order even where he gives other pro- 
tection to the tenant. But if he does make such an order, then 
apparently he must fix a “ fair and reasonable rent.” 

(3) Such rent, when fixed, is to be decided by “ having regard 
to ”— 

(a) The character of the dwelling-house ; 

(6) The condition of the dwelling-house ; 

(c) The rents of similar dwelling-houses in the locality : 
clause 12 (2). 

(4) The court may obtain assistance from the “ reference 

committee,” in ascertaining the “rent” or “character” 

or “condition” of the dwelling-house; but apparently the 

judge is not bound to accept their decision : ibid., clause 12 (2). 
(5) The landlord and tenant may voluntarily submit questions 

as to rent, character and condition of the premises to these 

reference committees ; clause 14 (2). 

(6) The “ constitution, jurisdiction and procedure ” of refer- 
ence committees are to be prescribed by regulations made by the 
Ministry of Health and not disallowed by Parliament; clause 
14 (1) and (3). 

(7) The Lord Chancellor is to make rules of court with regard 
not only to the county court proceedings, but also with regard 
to such part of the “reference committee’ procedure as can 
be called “legal proceedings”: cl. 15. It rather looks as if 
there might be some doubt where the procedural jurisdiction 
of the Ministry of Health ends, and that of the Chancellor begins, 
in the case of proceedings before reference committees. 

The only other provision which operates during the quin- 
quennial period and is of any practical importance, relates to 
repairs. This we quote in extenso: clause 13 (1), (2)— 

13. Reduction of rent pending the execution of repairs].—(1) If 
the county court on the application of a sitting tenant is satisfied 
by the production of a certificate of the sanitary authority, and such 
further evidence (if any) as may be adduced, that the dwelling-house 
is not in a reasonable state of repair, and that the condition of the 
dwelling-house is not due to the tenant’s neglect or default or breach 
of agreement, the court may order that the rent shall be reduced 
until the court is satisfied, on the report of the sanitary authority 
or otherwise, that the necessary repairs (other than any repairs for 
which the tenant is liable) have been executed, and subject to the 
terms of the order the rent shall be payable at such reduced rate as 
may be specified therein until the court is so satisfied. 

(2) The powers of the county court under this section may be 
exercised by the court in any proceedings against a sitting tenant 
to which the last preceding section of this Act applies. 

The effect of Part II, then, may be summed up by saying 
that it provides a wholly novel Rent Restriction Code for the 
period from 24th June, 1925, to 24th June 1930; that it replaces 
the status of “statutory tenant” by the very inferior status 
of “sitting tenant’; that the relief which it gives to tenants 
is purely discretionary on the part of county court judges ; 
and that it gives the latter assistance, in the shape of administra- 
tive bodies called “reference committees,” in deciding the 
difficult question of what is a “fair and reasonable rent ”’ for 


any house to which the present Restriction Act applies. It 
seems likely that county court judges will be very reluctant 
to interfere on behalf of *‘ sitting tenants,” so that the reference 
committees may not in practice find very much work to do, 
In any case they are essentially “rental valuation” boards, 
having nothing to do with the questions of “ oppression” or 
“hardship ” which give the court power to interfere. It seems 
not unlikely that their main function may be the assessment 
of rentals, for rating and income-tax purposes, on the voluntary 
application of landlords and tenant under clause 14 (2), and not 
on reference by the judge. 








The Construction of Wills. 


THE decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of Re Jackson: 
Jackson v. Hamilton, 1923, W.N. 126, shews that the courts are 
alive to the fact that words may change their significance and 
meaning in the course of time ; and, inferentially, that old cases 
of construction may lose their effect as authorities. This point 
is of considerable importance, as it seems reasonably clear that 
the tendency to follow authority in cases of construction does 
not work for a satisfactory state of things. 

There can be no doubt that, in the changes which take place 
as time passes, the meaning of words alters. Social customs 
alter also. Expressions which may have borne a particular 
meaning a hundred years ago, or even at a much more recent 
time, now no longer preserve the same force. Few things have 
altered more completely, for instance, than the size of the 
establishments kept by persons of substantial or moderate means. 
Large establishments are much rarer than formerly. The number 
of out-door and indoor servants has diminished. The modes of 
life have changed very much in the last few years. The number 
of dwellers in flats, as compared with the number of dwellers 
in single dwelling-houses, has greatly increased. It is therefore 
apparent that, for instance, when a testator makes bequests to 
the members of his establishment he may well use words which 
bear in common usage a very different meaning from that which 
would ordinarily have been attributed to them in times now 
past. 

It is, of course, one of the best-known canons of construction 
that words used in a will are to receive their primary meaning. 
As was pointed out by Lord ELLENBoRovGH in Robertson v. 
French, 4 East, 130, at p. 135, a written instrument is to be 
construed according to its sense and meaning, as collected, in 
the first place, from the terms used in it, which terms are them- 
selves to be understood in their plain ordinary and popular 
sense. But the plain ordinary and popular sense may alter in 
the course of time. Consequently, if an old case is relied on for 
the construction of a word or of an expresgion or series of words, 
one of two things may happen: either the court, by following the 
old construction, may do violence to the testator’s will, or the 
court, in avoiding the doing of violence to the will, may put a new 
construction on the word or words which is at variance with the 
old authority. The second alternative is obviously the juster 
course. Yet the following of authority is itself supposed to tend 
to the greater certainty of the law. Sooner or later, however, 
the older authorities, in cases of this kind, must be disregarded. 

Fortunately it is often open to the court to distinguish a former 
case which ordinarily might be supposed to be a direct authority 
on the point. No two willsare ever the same ; and, of course, the 
whole will must be considered in arriving at the true interpretation. 
Fortunately, too, in recent times the courts are disinclined 
to follow slavishly old authorities on questions of construction. 
But the case of Re Ravensworth: Ravensworth v. Tindale, 1905, 
2 Ch. 1, is an example of the unfortunate adherence to old 
authorities. In that case there was a bequest of one year’s wages 
to all servants in the testator’s employment at his death. Some 
employees were in fact employed at a yearly wage, others at 
weekly or monthly wages. Joyce, J., held that only the servants 
who were engaged at a yearly wage took under the gift. The 
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learned judge clearly intimated that had it not been for the 
previous authorities he would have held otherwise. Of these 
previous authorities, the case of Blackwell v. Pennant, 9 Hare, 551, 
which was heard in 1852, appears to have been decided upon a 
yery doubtful interpretation of the previous case of Booth v. Dean, 
1 My. & K.560. In Blackwell v. Pennant, Turner, V.-C., thought 
that the reference to yearly wages meant only servants engaged 
at yearly wages, and he based that view on the case of Booth v. 
Dean. In point of fact Booth v. Dean, decided in 1833, is very 
shortly reported, and in that case Leacu, M.R., in confirming the 
gift to family servants, observed that they were usually hired by the 
year. Whatever may have been the usual form of engagement of 
family servants in those days, it is very certain that they are not 
now engaged by the year. Soif the line of cases of which Re Ravens- 
worth, supra, forms one, is based on the mode of hiring, it is very 
obvious the ground of such decisions is long since gone. Yet the 
Court of Appeal upheld Joyce, J.’s decision, for precisely the 
same reason which his lordship had given, namely that the old 
authorities were binding on the court and ought to be followed. 

Here, therefore, we get a very good illustration of time working 
in two quite divergent ways. Thecustomsand meaning of words 
change. The decisions become more and more fixed. Some- 
thing must obviously happen. The divergency between the true 
meaning and the artificial meaning becomes so great in time 
that some court must sooner or later make an attempt to bridge 
the gulf. Other instances of the subsistence of ‘these two 
divergent lines could be given ; but it is unnecessary to multiply 
examples. 

The true explanation—the scientific explanation, if the 
expression may be used—is this, that the courts in such cases 
have, in applying canons of construction, allowed the rule 
mentioned above to yield too much to other considerations. 
While admittedly it is essential to preserve a degree of uniformity 
in decisions, the canon that words are to receive their ordinary 
meaning is essentially a very sound one; for it has the great 
merit of probable approximation to the real intention of the 
testator. If, therefore, the ordinary meaning of a word changes 
from time to time—a fact that was clearly recognised by the 
Court of Appeal in the recent case of Re Jackson, supra—the 
court, in construing the wi!l according to the primary or ordinary 
meaning of the words used, is applying a well recognized canon 
of construction. If in the course of time the same word used 
in one case appears to have been construed in a different way ina 
subsequent case, the proper conclusion is that the meaning of 
the word has changed, and that the old cases were right in their 
day, and the modern cases right in their turn. If the meaning of 
words changes, and the decisions continue the same, either the 
old cases were wrong, in which case they should obviously not be 
followed, and the new cases right; or the old cases were right, 
and the new cases wrong. 

The recognition by the courts of the fact that the meaning of 
words may change is a very healthy sign, and no doubt will 
tend towards the very desirable end of discouraging the citation 
of authorities on points of construction, a citation which is only 
really justified in cases where principles of construction are 
involved. The steady growth of the unwieldy mass of authority 
which now exists on the construction of wills does not in truth 
facilitate the solution of points of difficulty. Indeed, it tends 
to the opposite effect. 


Mrs. Jones, wife of Mr. Daniel Evan Jones, of Rhayader, Cardiff, and 
a sister of the Lord Chief Justice, was killed in a motor-car accident at 
Cheltenham on the 14th inst. Mr. Jones, who is an inspector of schools, 
had driven his motor-car through Cheltenham, and had just got outside 
the town in the direction of Evesham, when the front off tyre burst. The 
car grazed a horse-drawn lorry, and was diverted through the roadside 
hedge on to the Cheltenham racecourse, where it turned turtle. Mrs. 
Jones was pinned underneath and died a few minutes later; her husband 
escaped with a few abrasions. The Lord Chief Justice was to have attended 
the dinner of the Coroners’ Society at the Holborn Restaurant last night, 
but a telegram was received stating that owing to his bereavement, he 


Res Judicate. 


Mesne Profits and Entry for Breach of Covenant 
in Lease. Authority of Casual Judgments. 
(Elliott v. Boynton, 1923, 1 Ch. 422. 

It is settled that, under a proviso in a lease for re-entry for 
breach of covenant, the lease does not automatically become 
void on the occurrence of a breach. It is voidable, and voidable 
only at the option of the lessor, and the lease will continue until 
the lessor has done some act showing his intention to determine 
it : Bowser v. Colby, 1 Hare, 109; Roberts v. Davey, per Denman, 
C.J., 4 B. & Ad., p. 671. Consequently, where the act which 
shows such intention is the bringing of an action to recover 
possession, the lease is determined as from the date of the writ, 
and not from the breach of covenant: Selhy v. Browne, 7 Q.B. 
620, 633; Moore v. Ulicoats Mining Co., 1908, 1.Ch. 575. It 
follows also, as was held by Sargant, J., in the above case, that 
if judgment is given in the action for recovery of possession with 
mesne profits, these are to be assessed from the date of the writ 
and not from the breach of covenant. 

A further matter of interest in the case is ;jthe view expressed 
by the learned judge as to theauthority of judgments given without 
the court realizing that the decision of a point of law is involved. 
In Terrell v. Chatterton, 1922, 2 Ch. 647, where the writ was 
issued on 26th October, 1921,and possession was claimed in respect 
of a breach of covenant committed on 28th February, 1920, the 
Court of Appeal gave judgment for recovery of possession with 
mesne profits from the date of breach; but there does not appear 
to have been any argument on this point, nor was it considered 
by the court. ‘‘ In my opinion,” said Sargant, J., ‘‘ it cannot be 
that the form of judgment in the Court of Appeal, upon a point 
which was never in any way definitely submitted to the judgment 
of the court, can have the effect of overriding the perfectly 
well-settled and established practice.”’ The case of Terrell v. 
Chatterton has been affirmed this week by the House of Lords 
(see under ‘‘ Current Topics ’’), but again this point appears not 
to have been noticed. 





Discovery against ‘“‘Any other party.” 
(Cory v. Cory, 1923, 1 Ch. 90, C.A.) 

A point of practice which frequently causes difficulty is the 
meaning of the terms ‘‘ opposite party ’”’ and “‘ other party ” 
to an action against whom an order for interrogations or dis- 
covery of documents can be obtained, under R.S.C. Ord. 31, 
rr. 1, 12. The shareholder of a company sold certain shares 
to a director at what he alleged was an undervalue based on 
fraudulent misrepresentations of the director himself and a 
third party. He sued (1) the director; (2) the company; (3) the 
third party, jointly ; he asked inter alia for a declaration that 
the sale was null and void and that the transfer ought to be 
set aside, and that the register should be rectified by the insertion 
of his name as a holder. It was only this claim for rectification 
which affected the company, which was not alleged to be a 
party to the alleged fraud. The plaintiff, however, asked for 
discovery of documents as against the company, relying on the 
precedent of Spokes v. Grosvenor Hotel Co., 1897, 2 Q.B. 124. 
Since the company was purely a formal party, it might seem 
that it is not the “ other party ” to the action so as to enable 
the court to order discovery against it, but this distinction the 
court refused to draw. Insuch a case, the court has jurisdiction 
to order discovery, although discretion to refuse it; but such 
refusal ought not to be made unless the request is vexatious, 
which was not here the case. The order was therefore made. 








Reviews. 
“ Key & Elphinstone.” 


Key & Evruinstone’s ComrenpiIuM oF PRECEDENTS IN CONVEYANCING. 
Eleventh Edition. By Farepertck Trentuam Maw, B.A., LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Assisted by James Irvine Stririine, M.A., CLaupE 
Eustace SHEBBEARE, Howarp Wave Rensuaw, B.A., LL.B., and 
Harry Farrar, M.C., M.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. In two volumes. 
Vol. 2. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. The two volumes £5 5s. net. 


The second volume of the new edition of ‘“ Key & Elphinstone” has, 
fortunately, appeared very soon after the first. We have already noticed 
the first volume, antc, p. 534, and the second repeats the arrangement 
with which conveyancers are familiar. Commencing with Mortgages, it 
includes as its other leading titles, Partnership, Settlements, and Wills. 
In the forms of mortgages we note that the reversal of the customary 
arrangement is repeated, and the first clause contains the conveyance of 
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the subsequent part of the deed. We doubt whether this is the natural 
order of the clauses, and we do not think it has been very extensively 
adopted in practice. The property is conveyed as security for a debt, 
and in the first instance, therefore, the debt is created by the covenant 
for payment. ‘Then in the ordinary course follows the conveyance, and 
the proviso for redemption is framed so as to give the right to redeem on 
performance of the covenant. This is the order which appears to be 
sanctioned by convenience and conveyancing practice, and it is, perhaps, 
better for it to be followed. 

Considering the changes in conveyancing which will take place when 
the Law of Property Act, 1922, or the statutes to be substituted for it, come 
into operation, it is perhaps hardly worth while to suggest how the existing 
conveyancing forms might beimproved. One of the defects of conveyancing 
which still persist is the indiscriminate use of “heirs and assigns,’’ or 
“ executors, administrators and assigns,” or a combination of both forms. 
To a certain extent this is avoided in “ Key & Elphinstone”’ by defining 
“ assigns’’ to include “ heirs, executors, administrators and assigns’ 
(see pp. 74, 87); but Coke observed long ago that a man includes his 
executors and administrators, and it is seldom necessary for them to be 
mentioned ; while the mention of heirs is in general rendered unnecessary 
by ss. 58 and 59 of the Conveyancing Act, 1831. Where covenants are to 
run with the land, it may not be always safe to omit the word “ assigns,” 
though these can be imported by a definition clause just as e:iectually as 
other successors in title. In fact it should be possible to mention in the 
operative parts of conveyances only the parties themselves, and leave the 
benetit or the burden to devolve in accordance with law to their successors 
in title. No doubt conveyancing is already carried out to a considerable 
extent on these lines. Thus, a demise is made to A alone, not to A, his 
executors, administrators and assigns; and the new conveyancing may be 
expected to carry the simplification further; especially since the heir is 
to be abolished, and to mention him in a conveyance will be an anachronism. 
Another common-sense change, which will no doubt be made, will be to 
drop the awkward expression “ these presents,’ and refer to the document 
in hand as * this deed.” And this change would seem to be the natural 
consequence of the dropping of the term “ indenture ” which is foreshadowed 
by the new Act. 

In the forms in the present edition there does not appear to have been 
any great change. Some new forms have been introduced, such as the 
Agreement at p. 206, which is intended to preserve to a mortgagor of 
shares a free power of voting. As between himself and the company he 
retains this power so long as his name is on the register, but as between 
himself and the mortgagee, he must, in the absence of agreement to the 
contrary, vote as the mortgagee directs: Wise v. Lansdell, 1921, 1 Ch. 420. 
And the forms of mortgage for use under the Land ‘l'ransfer Acts have been 
simplitied. ‘Che prefatory note on the practice under the Acts, pp. 401 to 
305, is retained, and it 1s suggested that the ditliculty with regard to a 
contemporaneous sale and mortgage can be most easily met by taking a 
mortgage by demise for a long term olf the register supported by a registered 
charge. ‘This is, it would seem, efficacious, but the text books probably 
exaggerate the practical necessity of these precautions. For all ordinary 
purposes a registered charge taken at the time of completion is sufficient. 
1t may be noticed that under the new system of conveyancing all legal 
mortgages will be by demise, and in the case of registered land, collateral 
documents o:t the register will not in general be permitted. 


The notes throughout the volume contain a vast amount of information 
on relevant conveyancing points, and they have been carefully revised in 
the light of recent decisions. One matter of special difficulty is the effect 
which a mortgage has upon fixtures, and the cases on this subject are 
collected at pp. 182-184; and having regard to the doubt which exists as 
to the meaning of “ debenture,’ it is suggested that where a security 
given by a company is to include chattels, these should be covered by a 
debenture in the ordinary form. This seems to be a proper precaution 
in order to avoid any question as to the security being within the Bills of 
Sale Acts. ‘The various difliculties incident to bills of sale are the subject 
of a detailed note at pp. 166-177. We notice that at p 309, in a note on 
the mortgage of a public house, the statement is repeated from previous 
editions, that,generally, brewers hold the first mortgage on a public house, 
distillers the second, and, in many cases, there is a third. But we believe 
the practice has altered, and that now the brewers’ mortgage exhausts the 
security. Onsome pojnts—such as forfeiture of life estates on, bankruptcy 
or alienation (p. 589), or the necessity for a maintenance clause, p. 579, 
or the form, in a settlement, of the ultimate trust of the wife’s property 
(p. 604), or covenants for settlement of after-acquired property, p. 641— 
the notes in “‘ Key & Elphinstone ” are well known, and the practitioner 
will find that they have been carefully brought up to date. The forms of 
real settlements contain limitations for “ protecting’’ the estate of the 
tenant for life, and these are increasingly used in practice; but they 
present an obvious difficulty where it is desired to exercise the statutory 
powers. The powers, it is pointed out, p. 737, note(b), cease on the forfeiture 
of the estate, and hence a purchaser has to make sure that the estate has 
not been forfeited, a matter as to which satisfactory evidence may not 
be available. 

Assuming that the scheme of the Law of Property Act, 1922, takes effect, 
the next edition of this work will see very extensive alterations. But till 
that event happens, the present edition will continue to afford to the 
conveyancer the complete and reliable assistance which he has learned to 
look for in the work. 


Books of the Week. 


Rent Restriction.—The Rent Restrictions (Notices of Increase) Act, 
1923, 13 & 14 Geo. 5, c. 13. Being a Supplement to the Ninth edition of 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest, by the Editor of Law Notes. With 
an Appendix giving the decisions on the Act since that edition. ‘“ Law 
Notes’’ Publishing Offices. 1s. net; post free ls. ld. 

Minnesota Law Review.—Journal of the State Bar Association. 
May, 1923. Faculty and Students of the University of Minnesota. 
60 cents. 








Correspondence. 


Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
RE-ASSESSMENTS. 
[T'0 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weckly Reporter. | 


Sir,—Since my letter of last week, the case of Poplar Assessment (om- 
mittee v. Roberts, H.L. (66 Sou, J. 386) has cometomy notice. The principle 
of that decision as regards a Rating may perhaps be applicable to a Taxing, 
though in the latter, the landlord who is ultimately liable is subject to the 
pleasure of the tenant as to payment of the agreed excess rent ; and this 
may make some difference. 

SUBSCRIBER. 
20th June. 


Byles on Bills. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Dear Sir,—I read the review of the last edition in your issue, but I noticed 
that your reviewer did not mention Ross v. L.C. & W. Bank, 1919, 1 K.B. 
678, and I am surprised to find that it is laid down in Byles that an 
instrument drawn by a banker on himself is a cheque within s. 73 of the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, for which the case I mention is cited as an 
authority on page 13. 

In Chalmers on Bills of Exchange, 8th Edition, p. 241, it is laid down, 
as I think the law is, that a draft drawn by one branch bank on another 
is not a bill of exchange within the meaning of s. 60 of the Act, and Ross’s 
Case is referred to in the note on page 241 as to be considered. 

In Ross’s Case, Bailhache, J., seemed to me to legislate rather than 
interpret, as a draft drawn by a branch of a bank on its head office or 
vice versed, or by a branch on another branch, is not an unconditional order 
in writing addressed by one person to another, which is an essential 
ingredient for a bill of exchange under s. 3 (1). 

I should have thought the point was too clear for argument if anyone 
read s. 95, which runs: ‘* The provisions of this Act as to crossed cheques 
shall apply to a warrant for payment of dividend.’’ AJ] dividend warrants 
for payment of bank dividends that I see as a holder of shares in the eight 
biggest banks are drawn by the bank on itself, and are crossed ‘* Not 
negotiable ’’ under the provisions of s. 95. Section 95 is not referred to in 
Ross’s Case, and I should be very sorry to rely on that case myself, because 
it seems to me to be an attempt at legislation. If a section of an Act of 
Parliament were required to apply the law to dividend warrants by parity 
of reasoning, such a section is requifed for drafts by a bank on itself. 

I have been in communication with the Board of Trade, the Institute 
of Bankers, and one of the Members for the City with a view to getting 
s. 95 expressly extended to cheques drawn by a bank on itself, and I have 
failed so far to get such legislation, though the Board of Trade have informed 
me that my point has been noted for consideration in the event of further 
legislation on bills of exchange being found necessary. 

I should like to warn your readers not to rely on Byles or on Ross’s Case 
until Bailhache, J.’s, judgment has come before a higher court, and I think 
it a pity that the editors of Byles did not deal with the point exhaustively, 
seeing that thousands of drafts by bankers on themselves are issued yearly 
and apparently cannot be effectively crossed nor marked ‘‘ Not negotiable.” 

80, Coleman Street, E. T. Hargraves. 

London, E.C.2, 
19th June. 


The Delivery of Particulars of Sales of Land. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Some three years ago the scheme of taxation imposed by the 
Finance Act (1909-10), Act, 1910, was repealed. The Government of that 
day, however, did not repeal a provision of the Act of 1910 which imposed 
upon all vendors and lessors of land the duty, on every sale of any land or 
interest in land or a grant of any lease exceeding fourteen years, of delivering 
full particulars of the transsa.‘ion to the Government. 

The position, therefore, stsi] continues that, although the increment 
value and other duties have been repealed, the forms, which the Government 
were supposed to require solely for the purpose of assessing those duties, 
are still required, and it is still necessary on every transaction to lodge 
them with the Revenue authorities. 

The regulations made under the Act require that the particulars shall 





consist either of a copy of the document in question or that a form should 
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b> filled up answering a series of questions describing the transaction. 
The form is a complicated one and requires a skilled hand to prepare it, 
and someone who is acquainted with all the details of the transaction. 

The legal profession generally, contrary to their own financial interest, 
and the Law Society in particular, expressed the opinion that the par- 
ticulars referred to were of little or no value and asked for the repeal of 
the clauses requiring particulars to be furnished. They did so without 
siccess. The Government urged that the returns were of great importance 
from their point of view in assisting them to arrive at a price for the pur- 
case of properties, such as for housing schemes, etc. It was also urged 
tat they were of importance in arriving at the amount payable for death 
duties 

Possibly neither the Government nor the public appreciated what the 
pirticulars would cost, but the experience of the past four years shows 
tiat the cost of providing the forms is enormous, and that the repeal 
of the requirement is urgently desirable. 

The number of particulars delivered during the last four years must 
approaching two million, and the standard charge 
put at one guinea, so that the cost to land 
and property owners has been more than £500,000 a year From an 
point of view this is a complete waste of money. Values, as 
every one knows, alter so repeatedly that within three or four years at the 
outside evidence afforded by documents of this character is practically 
Not only is this so, but documents of this kind are apt to 
unless all the surrounding circumstances attending their 
execution are known. 

Surely the 
requiring the return to be made. 

\. Corson Peake (President of the Law Society). 
R. W. Disvin (Vice-President). 
Witntiam Buu. 
Wavrer H. Fosrer. 
L. W. Norra Hickey. 
LONGMORE, 


amount to something 
for each document may be 


owner 
worthle 
be misleading, 


time has come for the repeal of the statutory provisions 


CHARLES E. 


Putire MARTINEAU. 

(. G. May. 

(. H. Moron. 

Rosertr C. Nesairv. 

CHARLES SCRIVEN. 

FRANCIS E. J. Smirn. 
Law Society Hall, W.C. 


léth June. 
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House of Lords. 


MOTOR UNION INSURANCE CO. v. BOGGAN. 14th June. 


INsuRANCE—Moror Can—Tuertr—Excertion CLause in Poticy—Ruior 
on Crvic Commotion—Onus or Proor—InFERENCE oF Fact 
COMPETENCY OF APPEAL. 

The re pondent insured h motor car with the (pp llants against theft. 

The policy excepted liah lity in case of loss by riot or civil commotion. The 

Cl ! lolen in circumstances from which th infe rences might be drawn that 


the lo eas occasioned ¢ 7] ordinary th ft or hy riot or civmil commotion, 
ly inference to be drawn from the evidence was that the loss 
fell within the ex ption 

Cooper v. General Accident Fire and Life Assurance 
L.T. 481, followed. 


Corporation, 128 


This was an appeal from the Court of Appeal in Ireland. By a policy 
ofinsurance dated 2nd July, 1920, the respondent insured a motor car with 
uinst loss by fire, burglary, housebreaking or theft, and the 
policy contained the following exception of liability that was not covered 
by the poli Loss or damage arising during (unless it be proved by the 
insured that the loss or damage was not occasioned thereby) or in con- 
sequence of earthquake, war, invasion, riot, civil commotion, military or 
usurped power. On 7th November, 1920, between 6 and 7 o'clock in the 
evening, the motor car was stopped on the road some miles from Wexford 
by four men armed with revolvers who ordered out the chauffeur and the 
passenger he was driving, and then drove away with the car, which had not 
The respondent made a claim against the appellants 
for the loss of the car. ‘The appellants denied liability on the ground that 
the loss came within the exception clause in the policy. The Lord Chief 
Justice of Ireland held that the case was one of theft, and that the mere 
fact of the theft having been committed by four armed men acting in 
concert did not make it a riot within the meaning of the policy, and he gave 
judgment for the respondent with costs. The Court of Appeal in Southern 
Ireland by a majority refused a motion to set aside this judgment, and the 
decision was aflirmed by the Court of Appeal for Lreland. An objection 


the appellants a 


since been recovered. 


to the competency of the appeal to this House on the ground that from 
Jist March, 1922, the date of the passing of the Irish Free State Agreement 
Act, 1922, Ireland had enjoyed the same constitutional status as the 
Dominion of Canada, was disallowed, their lordships being of opinion that 
the case fell within s. 6 (4) of the First Schedule to the Irish Free State 
(Consequential Provisions) Act, 1922. 


Lord BrrkeNHEAD said that he personally regretted that, in what was 
probably the last appeal to this House from Southern Ireland, he was 
compelled to overrule the opinion of so many learned judges, but he had 
formed a very clear opinion on the case, and it was his duty to express it. 
The onus here was on the appellants to show that they fell within the 
exception clause in the policy. It was therefore necessary for the appellant 
to satisfy their lordships that the loss or damage complained of was the 
result of a riot or civil commotion or both. The circumstances detailed 
in the evidence of the chauffeur were not those of an ordinary theft. In the 
case of an ordinary theft of a motor car the thieves might be expected to 
remove themselves as quickly as possible. The circumstances of this case 
were very similar to the circumstances in the case of Cooper v. General 
Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, 128 L.T. 481, where Lord 
Finlay said: ‘‘ All these circumstances go to show that those who were 
engaged in this abstraction must have been acting with some force behind 
them which made them feel that they were masters of the situation, and 
it appears to me to be quite inconsistent with the idea that it was any 
ordinary motor thief who was guilty of the removal of the car.” He had 
the same difficulty about this case. The manner in which this theft was 
effected made it perfectly clear that these armed men were masters of the 
He desired to make one observation on the evidence of Serjeant 
White. He thought if White had not been called the insurance company 
would have had more difficulty in establishing riot. In this case their 
lordships were not exclusively concerned with the immediate district of 
Wexford. They were dealing with the theft of a motor car, and regard 
should be had to the ambit within which a motor car might be expected 
to travel. White stated that the police were withdrawn from some 
outlying stations, and it was clear that the reason for that was that they 
were not safe. Also some seven or eight weeks afterwards martial law was 
proclaimed in the district and then some few cars had been commandeered 
and not returned. He was bound also to take note of what was said by 
Lord Cave and Lord Finlay in Cooper's Case. Their lordships there took 
judicial notice that in times of civil commotion motor cars were extremely 
useful to the rebel forces. Taking the evidence as a whole, the only inference 
he could draw from it was that the car was taken by men who were working 
in the interest of those who were carrying out transactions in Ireland of 
which the motive was not personal profit. He was prepared to say that the 
appellants had established both civil commotion and riot, and he was wholly 
unable to assent to the view which had been put forward in argument that 
in order to constitute a riot there must be noise. No doubt a riot was 
commonly accompanied by noise, but it could not be said that noise was an 
essential ingredient. In his opinion the appellants had discharged the 
onus which the exception clause imposed upon them, and the appeal should 
be allowed. 

Lords Arkinson, Suaw, Wrenspury and Carson concurred.—CounsEL : 
S. L. Brown, K.C., F. Battersby and James Henry (all of the Irish Bar) ; 
Swayne, K.C., and Devitt (both of the Irish Bar). Soxicrrors : 7’. Goddard 
& Co., for O'Neill & Collins ; Hopgood, Mills, Steele & Co., for Haggard 
& Brennan, Dublin and Wexford. 

[Reported by S. E. WiLttamMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


situation. 


Court of Appeal. 


STEINBERG v. SCALA (LEEDS) LIMITED. No. |. 
Contract—I NFANT—CONTRACT TO TAKE SHARES IN COMPANY 
PAYMENT—ReEpPUDIATION—ACTION FOR RetuRN OF MONEY 
Wueruer Torat Faiture or ConSIDERATION. 


3ist May. 


PART 
Paip- 


A lady under the age of twenty-one years applied for an allotment of 500 
shares on a new issue by a company. The shares were allotted to her and she 
paid 10s. in the £ on them, but being unable to find money to complete the 
purchase repudiated the contract, and sued for rectification of the company’s 
register by striking off her name from the list of members, and for the return 
of the money paid by her towards the shares. 


Held, that, while entitled to re pudiate the contract, she could not demand the 
return of the money paid as there had been no total failure of consideration. 


Decision of Roche > ° reversed. 


Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin Electrical Engineering’ Company, Ltd., 
1894, 3 Ch. 589, overruled. 


Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Roche, J., in an action tried 
at the Leeds Assizes. The plaintiff was a young Jewish woman, eighteen 
years of age only when she entered into the contract. She had been 
promised by an uncle a dowry of £500, and he paid her £50 on account of 
this. The prospectus of a picture house to be managed by the defendants 
appeared about that time, and the plaintiff applied for 500 shares and paid 
the £50 for them. A further sum of £200 had to be paid upon allotment, 
and this the plaintiff obtained from her uncle, also on account of the dowry. 
Upon a call of £100 being made, however, she could not find the means of 
paying it, and with her uncle concocted a letter to the defendants explaining 
that she had had heavy losses on “ stock.’ The defendants threatened 
to sue her, but abandoned their intention on discovering that she was an 
infant. She then sued the defendants for rectification of the company’s 
register by striking out hername, and for the return of the £250 paid by her 
as having been paid upon a consideration which had wholly failed. Roche, J., 
following the decision of Stirling, J., in Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin 
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Electrical Engineering Company, 1894, 3 Ch. 529, by which he held he was 
bound, gave judgment on all points for the plaintiff. The defendants 
appealed. The court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Srernpace, M.R., said that the appeal must be allowed, and 
judgment must be entered for the defendants. He agreed with Roche, J., 
in what he said was his own opinion on the case, and the decision which he 
would have given had he not considered himself bound by the decision in 
Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin Electrical Engineering Company, supra. He 
(his lordship) thought that he saw a possible distinction between that case 
and the present one. The action was brought, first, for the rectification of 
the company’s register by the removal of the plaintifi’s name, and, secondly, 
for the recovery of the £250 which the plaintiff had paid towards the pur- 
chase of the 500 shares which she agreed to take. This young woman 
had managed to find the first £250 but she could not pay any further calls, 
and she also awoke to the fact that she was an infant, and thereupon 
she rescinded the contract, as she was entitled to do. But she went 
further and she also wanted her £250 back. The two questions of rectifica- 
tion and recovery were entirely distinct. The law was clearly stated 
in Ex parte Taylor (an infant), 8 De G., M. & G., 254, at p. 258, by Turner, 
L.J.: “It is clear that an infant cannot be absolutely bound bya contract 
entered into during his minority. He must have a right upon his attaining 
his majority to elect whether he will adopt the contract or not. It is, 
however, a different question whether, if an infant pays money on the 
footing of a contract, he can afterwards recover it back. If an infant 
buys an article which is not a necessary he cannot be compelled to pay for 
it, but if he does pay for it during his minority he cannot on attaining his 
majority recover the money back.’ The money, therefore, could not be 
recovered back, unless there had been an entire failure of consideration, 
and whether that was so in the present case was the question to which 
they must address themselves. The woman had the partly-paid shares, 
and there was evidence that the company’s shares were of some value; 
at one time they were being sold at 9s. and she could have sold her rights 
at 4s. 6d. a share. In those circumstances it was impossible to say that 
there had been a total failure of consideration. The plaintiff, had she 
been of full age, could not possibly have succeeded in the action. The 
argument for the respondent was that it was necessary for the appellants 
to show, not only that she had something of value, but that she had received 
that value. He (his lordship) could not follow that contention. If 
she had got something that was money’s worth, the fact that she did not 
turn her money’s worth into money did not prevent it from being good 
consideration. That was an opinion opposed to that of Stirling, J., in 
Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin Electrical Engineering Company, unless it 
could be distinguished on the ground that in that case there was no evidence 
that the shares ever had any marketable value. But if that was not a 
valid distinction, then he (his lordship) must say, with regret, that he 
could not agree with the decision of Stirling, J. The appeal must be 
allowed and judgment entered with costs, there and below. 

WareinerTon, L.J., and Youncer, L.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, referring to and distinguishing Corpe v. Overton, 10 Bing 262. 
CounsEéL: T'. P. Perks ; Compston, K.C., and Frankland. So.icrrors: 
W. J. & HE. H. Tremellen, for Emsley & Son, Leeds; Corbin, Greener and 
Cook, for Pullan, Davies &: Rurrows, Leeds. 

[Reported by H. LANGForD Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ELLIS AND SONS, LIMITED ». POGSON. No.1. 29th May. 
PaTENT—APPLICATION—COMPLETE SPECIFICATION—ACCEPTED, BUT NO 

PATENT GRANTED—ALLEGED INFRINGEMENT—THREAT OF LEGAL 

Proceepincs—Ricut or AcTtion—Patent anp Desiens Act, 1907, 

7 Edw. 7, c. 29, ss. 10, 36—-PATENT AND Desians Act, 1919, 9 & 10 Geo. 5, 

c. 80, s. 20, Sched. 

Although s. 10 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, confers certain rights 
upon persons whose complete specification has been accepled, though no 
patent has been granted, yet such persons cannot bring an action under s. 36 
of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, as amended by s. 20 and the Schedule 
of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919, against a person who has threatened 
legal proceedings or liability in respect of an alleged infringement of a patent, 
if such person making the threats has himself never received the grant of a 
patent. 


Decision of P. O. Lawrence, J., 67 Sou. J. 313; 92 L.J. Ch. 221, affirmed. 


The defendant, J. W. Pogson, in January, 1921, applied for a patent for 
a method of repairing knitted goods, and in September, 1921, his complete 
specification was accepted. In November, 1921, the plaintifis lodged 
objections against the grant of that patent, and in March, 1922, the grant 
was finally refused. The plaintifis were a company formed in May, 1921, 
for the manufacture and sale of *‘ Laddknit needles,’ an invention for 
repairing faults in stockings ; they had applied for a patent, and meanwhile 
were selling the needles under the protection of a complete specification 
which had been lodged and accepted. They alleged that the defendant 
had called upon some of their customers and told them that the ‘“ Laddknit 
needles *” were an infringement of his patent, as a result of which those 
customers ceased to buy the needles. The plaintifis then brought this 
action against the defendant claiming an injunction to restrain him from 
continuing to threaten their customers, ete., and for an inquiry as to 
damages. The plaintiffs’ action was brought under the following statutory 
provisions :—Patents and Designs Act, 1907, s. 36: ‘‘ Where any person 
claiming to be the patentee of an invention . . . threatens any other person 
with any legal proceedings or liability in respect of any alleged infringement 





of the patent, any person aggrieved thereby may bring an-action against 
him, and may obtain an injunction against the continuance of such threats, 
and may recover such damage (if any) as he has sustained thereby, if the 
alleged infringement to which the threats related was not in fact an infringe- 
ment of any legal rights of the person making such threats : Provided that 
this section shall not apply if the person making such threats with due 
diligence commences and prosecutes an action ior infringement of his 
patent.” By the Patents and Designs A 1919, s. 56 was amended as 
follows :—Section 20, and Schedule: ‘* For the words ‘ to be the patentee 
of an invention’ there shall be substituted the words ‘ to have an interest 
in a patent.’ For the words ‘any legal rights of the person making such 
threats ’ there shall be substituted the words ‘the patent.’ For the proviso 
there shall be substituted the following proviso :—‘ Provided that this 
section shall not apply if an action for infringement of the patent is 
commenced and prosecuted with due diligence.’ P. O. Lawrence, J., held 
that in a statutory action the plaintiff must bring his case within the four 
corners of the sections in question. Those sections pre-supposed the 
existence of a patent and did not apply to a case where there was none. 
They spoke of ** the patent.” There being nothing but a specification, the 
defendant could not threaten legal proceedings or liability for infringe- 
ment of “ the patent,” nor could he commence an action for infringement 
of “the patent’ where there was no patent in existence. He therefore 
dismissed the action. The plaintifis appealed. 

The Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord STERNDALE, M.R., said that he agreed with the conclusions of 
P. O. Lawrence, J., and did not think if necessary to give a judgment in 
detail. 

Warrinarton, L.J., delivered judgment to that effect and Younaer, L.J., 
agreed.—CounsEL: Whitehead, K.C., and Wallington for the appellants ; 
Frost for the respondent. Soricrrors: Cohn, Seligman & Bax ; Hiscocks 
and Co. 

[Reporetd by G. T. Wuttrietp-Hayss, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
WARD v. LARKINS. Sargant, J. 6th June. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT—FORFEITURE Ov LEAS Sup-Tenants’ Ricurs— 
INCREASE OF Renv AND Morraace Lnrerest (Resrricrions) Act, 1920, 
10 & 11 Geo. 5, ce. 17, 8s. 5 (1) and (5) ands. 15 (3). 

Where a tenant has incurred a forfeiture of his lcase,an order for possession 
against the sub-tenant would not be justified having regard to 8. & (5) and 
s. 15 (3) of the Increase of Rent and Mortgag luteresdd? (Re riclions) Act, 
1920, unless the sub-tenancy had been wrongfully created, i.e., by an act in 


breach of covenant io which th th-tenant was privy. 


Cottell v. Baker, 64 Sox. J. 276, follows d. 
Chapman v. Hughes, 1923, 39 T.L.R. 260, distinguished. 


This was an action by a landlord against a tenant claiming possession, 
mesne profits and damages against the tenant and possession against 
sub-tenants. The tenant did not defend and judgment was obtained against 
her on motion. The sub-tenants contended that under the provisions 
of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, no 
order ought to be made against them for recovery of possession of the 
respective parts of the premises which they were occupying. The facts were 
as follows: By alease dated the 24th March, 1881, W. Ward demised certain 
premises to one Carpenter for a tern of eighty years less one day from 
25th December, 1877, at a yearly rent of £4 4s. for each of the houses. The 
lease contained covenants by Carpenter for the repair of the premises and a 
proviso for re-entry in case of any breach of the covenants contained in the 


lease. W. Ward subsequently assigned all his interest in the reversion to 
the plaintiff and Carpenter assigned the whole leaseliold interest under the 
lease to the defendant Monckton. [n 1916 the defendant Monckton 





sub-demised the premises by way of mortgage, and the defendant Larkins 
was the assignee of the mortgagee. LDefore this action the premises had 
been lawfully sub-let in parts on weckly tenancies, and were in the occupa- 
tion of eight sub-tenants who were the remaining defendants. The premises 
Act, of which s. 5 (5) is as follows: ‘* An 


were dwelling-houses within the 
unt for the recovery of possession of any 


order or judgment against a ten: 
dwelling-house or ejectment therefrom under this section shall not affect 
the right of any sub-tenant to whom the premises or any part thereof have 
been lawfully sub-let before procecdings for recovery of possession or 
ejectment were commenced to retain poss 
any way operative against any such sub-tenant °’; and s. 15 (3) 
provides; ‘* Where the interest of a tenant of a dwelling-house to which this 
Act applies is determined as a result of an order or judgment for possession 
or ejectment any sub-tenant to whom the premises or any part thereof 
have been lawfully sub-let shall subject to the provisions of this Act be 
deemed to become the tenant of the landlord on the same terms as he would 
have held from the tenant if the tenancy had continued.” 

Counsel for the plaintiff claimed possession against the sub-tenants, and 
referred to Chapman v. Hughes, supra. Counsel for the defendants relied 
on Cottell v. Baker, supra,” 

SarGant, J., after stating the facts, said: It is impossible to go through 
the provisions of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920, without seeing that if the plaintiff could recover possession against 
the sub-tenants the result would be a stultification of the Act. I have to 
look at these matters strictly, and I am satisficd that an order for possession 


u 


sion under this section or be in 
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against the sub-tenants would not be justified in view of s. 5 (5) of the 
Act. The result of that sub-section and of s. 15 (3) is not oppressive. 
The sub-tenants will become the plaintiff’s tenants, and he will be able to 
collect the weekly rents from them, so that he will have the full value of 
the property subject to the protection given to the sub-tenants by the Act 
limiting the possible increase of rent. Chapman vy. Hughes, supra, is 
distinguishable from the present case. Not only had the sub-tenancy in 
question there been actually created by an act in breach of covenant, but 
the sub-tenants had been privy to the breach. Theaction against the sub- 
tenants must be dismissed with costs.—Counse.: J. H. Critchley; R. M. 
Pattisson. Sox.twrrors: Alfred Double & Sons + Geo 1. Godfrey. 


[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re COLNBROOK CHEMICALS AND EXPLOSIVES CO. LIMITED: 
THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. THE COMPANY. Astbury, J. 
7th June. 

Mortcace —ForecLosune—MInIsTterR or Munitions AS MorrgagEr 
ENTERING INTO PossEessioN—LIABILITY TO ACCOUNT FOR HIS DEALINGS 
UNDER THE DEFENCE oF THE REALM Acts, 

In an action by the lllorney-General for foreclo ur tnder a morlgage on 
the property of the d fi udant ¢ mpany where the Minister of Munitions had 
gone into possession under both the morlyage and under the Def nee of the 
Realm Acts, 


Held, th uthe Minister was t hound to account morlyager jor his d alings 
with the properly under the powers con fe rred by those Acts. 


This was an action by the Attorney-General on behalf of His Majesty 


against the Colnbrook Chemicals and Explosives Co., Limited, now in 
liquidation, certain debenture-holders of the company and the Minister 
of Munitions, and Mr. Lloyd George, who was Minister of Munitions when 
the mortgage was executed, for the foreclosure of a mortgage of the property 
of the company. ‘The question was whether the Minister of Munitions, 
who was mortgagee, and who afterwards took possession of the factory 
and property of the company under the powers of the Defence of the Realm 
Act, 1914, was bound in applying for foreclosure to account for his dealings 
with the property under the Act. The company was incorporated in July, 
1915, to manufacture explosives, and in February, 1916, the company 
executed a trust to ure two debentures issued to Sir H. H. Bartlett 
and Howard Houlder and Partners, Limited, for moneys charged upon the 
property of the company. By an agreement of 14th April, 1916, provision 


was made as to certain contracts between the company and the Commission 
Belge for the supply of cordite and gun cotton, and the Commission Belge 
agreed to sell to the company certain property at Colnbrook for £9,437, 
and the Minister agreed to advance to the company £21,437. By the 
mortgage, dated 6th May, 1916, the debenture-holders agreed to postpone 
their security to that effected by the mortgage, and the « ompany mortgaged 
certain property to secure the repayment of the £9,437 and further sums. 
The mortgage gave the Minister of Munitions a power of sale, a power to 
appoint a receiver and manager, a power to take possession and carry on 
the business, and provided that the Minister should not be responsible 
as mortgagee in possession. On 22nd June the power of sale under the 
mortgage became exercisable, and the Minister on that date appointed a 
receiver and manager under the mortgage and gave him power to take 
possession, which he proceeded to do. The Minister of Munitions was 
informed legally that it would be advisable to take over the property of 
the company under the Defence of the Realm Acts, and on 27th June he 
wrote to the company that this had been done. On 4th June, 1919, an 
order was mide for the compulsory winding-up of the company, and leave 
was given in the winding-up to the Attorney-General to bring this action 
for foreclosure. The defendants, other than the Minister of Munitions, 
contended that the Attorney-General was only entitled to foreclosure 
on the footing that accounts were taken of all dealings of the Minister 
with the property of the company. The Attorney-General contended that 
the Minister had carried on the business under the powers of the Defence 
of the Realm Acts and his dealings thereunder had nothing to do with the 
mortgage, and that the company and the debenture-holders must apply 
for compensation for any loss sustained by them to the Defence of the 
Realm Losses Commission under the provisions of the Indemnity Act, 1920. 

Astsury, J., said that the question was whether the provision as to 
accounting in clause 8 of the mortgage covered the acts of the mortgagee 
which purported to be done under the Defence of the Dealm Acts, in which 
case it would include all the matters resulting from the mortgageo’s taking 
possession and, among other things, the obligation to account for moneys 
received by him in respect of assets created by him while in possession. 
It was necessary to decide whether the Minister of Munitions took possession 
under the Defence of the Realm Acts or under the mortgage. Mr. Upjohn, 
in his able argument, had contended that the mortgagee took possession 
under the mortgage; that in any event the mortgagee, having taken pro- 
ceedings for equitable relief, was liable to account for his conduct as a 
whole; and that failing this the defendants would be deprived of any 
effectual relief, as before the Commission it might be impossible for them 
to prove any direct losses, as the mortgagee had power under the mortgage 
to do all that he had done. He contended that the court ought to hold 
that the mortgagee acted under clause 8 of the mortgage, as he had done 
many things which were not justified under the Defence of the Realm 
Acts. As such things, he instanced that he had taken over books, 
documents and records, that he had entered into contracts, that he had 
taken over the company’s employees and had carried out the contract 


with the Commission Belge. Further, it was said that he had deliberately 
refrained from making any valuation of the assets taken over by him, and 
that he could not escape from the position of a mortgagee, and must account 
for all his dealings with the property while in possession. On the other 
hand, the Attorney-General submitted that it was impossible to say that 
the mortgage deprived the Minister of Munitions, not only of his rights 
under the Defence of the Realm Acts, but of his duty to his country in 
time of war. The mortgage was made to enable the company to carry on 
its business, but the Minister had the right to exercise his powers under 
the Defence of the Realm Acts before the power of sale arose under the 
mortgage. If the Minister took possession under the Acts, even if he 
exceeded the powers thereby given to him, it would not justify the court 
in saying that he was not in fact acting under the Regulations under which 
he intended to act. The power given by the Acts and Regulations to seize 
factories, plant and any article connected therewith included the books, 
documents and records which were necessary to carry on the business. The 
company might have been working under secret processes which made it 
essential to have the books and records. The right to make contracts 
was involved in the carrying on of the business, and there was a right to 
employ persons who had been employed by the company. As to the 
3elgian contract, the Minister had bound himself to carry it out. ‘The 
court had no power to infer that the Minister was acting under the 
mortgage when he clearly stated that he was not doing so. The Losses 
Tribunal would be bound to take into account that the Minister was not 
acting under the mortgage, but under his statutory powers. It would be 
impossible to take accounts in that court in circumstances in which it was 
impossible to fix the prices for the assets. There could not be said to be 
any proper prices in war time. The Minister of Munitions intended to 
take, and did take, possession under the Defence of the Realm Acts of the 
factory, plant and assets of the business, and he took possession by the 
receiver under the mortgage only of the cash, bank notes and book debts. 
The debenture-holders, in 1918, put in a claim before the Losses Commission 
and undertook not to put in any further claim. They had obviously 
debarred themselves from any relief in this action. There must be the 
common order for foreclosure, with a direction that an occupation rent 
should be allowed, and the order would be without prejudice to any claim 
of the company or the debenture-holders before the Losses Commission.— 
CounseL: The Attorney-General (Sir D. Hogg, K.C.), Clauson, K.C., and 
Dighton Pollock ; Upjohn, K.C.,and R. Burrows; Greenland; Gavin Simonds. 
Soxicrrors: Solicitor to Treasury ; Dehn & Lauderdale ; Cooper & Co. ; 
Freshfields, Leese & Munns. 
{Reported by S. E. WiILLtams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


WARE »v. WHITLOCK. No.1. 4th May. 

Workmen's CompEnsATION—INsuURY TO INFANT—-AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
NEXT FRIEND AND EMPLOYERS FOR PayMENT Or Lump SUM—AGREEMENT 
pULY Recorpep—Sussequent RemovaL FROM RecorD By COUNTY 
Courr Jupae—Want or JURISDICTION—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
Act, 6 Edw. 7, c. 58, Sched. II, 9 (d), (e). 

When an agreement for payment of compensation in a lump sum for injury 
by accident to an infant has been duly recorded by the registrar, after notices 
have been sept to the parties, and no objection has been taken on the ground 
of inadequacy of amount, the county court judge has no power to remove it 


from the record under Sched. I1, 9 (e), or under any general jurisdiction of 


the county court, on the ground that in his opinion the compensation agreed on 
is inads quate ’ 


Rhodes v. Soothill Wood Colliery Co. Ltd., 1909, 1 K.B. 191, applied. 


Appeal by employers from an award of His Honour Judge Terrell, K.C., 
of the county court at Yeovil. The applicant, a boy of fifteen, was employed 
on a farm, and met with an accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment, causing serious and probably permanent injury to his eye- 
sight. He was paid 15s. a week wages, and compensation during total 
incapacity. ‘The result of the accident was that he could not go back to 
work on the farm, but he obtained employment as an errand boy at lower 
wages. Negotiations then took place between the employers and the boy’s 
father, and the former agreed to pay £50 in full settlement of all claims 
to compensation. The money was paid into court and the agreement 
recorded in accordance with the rules, but on an application by the father 
for payment out of £14 8s. for costs, the county court judge refused to make 
the order, and at a later date ordered the agreement to be removed from the 
register on the ground that the compensation was inadequate, and that 
the father had no power to agree to accept such inadequate compensation 
on his son’s behalf. The facts are more fully stated in the judgment of the 
Master of the Rolls. The employers appealed, but the applicant did not 
appear. 

Ford SrernpDae, M.R., said the appeal must be allowed. It was an 
interesting, but not an easy question, and the court would have liked to 
have had the advantage of argument on the other side. But he was sure 
that counsel for the appellants had put every point fairly before them. 
Taking the facts as stated by the county court judge, in November, 1921, 
negotiations were entered upon with a view to payment of a lump sum 
of compensation, and the result was that the respondents agreed to pay 
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£50 into court, as soon as the agreement to pay it was recorded. On 
26th March, 1922, the applicant’s father applied to record the memorandum 
of agreement. [His lordship read the application and proceeded.] The 
registrar then sent out a notice in Form 38, that 2a memorandum had been 
sent for registration, also a request in Form 414. The information required 
was supplied on a separate statement according to Form 37. This was 
done by the registrar under the provisions of Sched. II, 9 (d), and no 
objection to the adequacy of the amount having reached him, he recorded 
the memorandum. On 19th September, the respondents paid the £50 into 
court, and on 12th October the applicant’s father applied as next friend for 
payment out of court of £14 8s. to cover costs, and for the investment of 
the balance. The learned judge thought or suspected that the amount 
of £50 was inadequate, and on that ground he refused to make any order, 
and said he would suspend the matter to enable the applicant to apply 
to have the memorandum removed from the record. On 7th December, 
the county court judge held that he ought to remove the agreement from 
the record and so ordered. In his lordship’s opinion he had no power to 
remove it. The matter was one covered by authority: Rhodes v. Soothill 
Wood Colliery Co. Ltd., 1909, 1 K.B. 191; where the effect of the con- 
ditional agreement which might be entered into with persons under age 
was explained by Cozens-Hardy, M.R., at p. 196. And Fletcher Moulton, 
L.J., said at p. 197: ‘‘ Looking at the Rules, I am satisfied that what they 
mean is this; that where an agreement as to the amount to be paid is come 
to by those persons who are themselves capable of coming to an agreement, 
and who presumably have at heart the interest of all who are dependants, 
such an agreement may be brought before the registrar, and he may sanction 
it and render it a valid and binding agreement.’’ The net result of that 
was that the Act provided a means of getting the approval of the court to 
agreements on behalffof persons under disability and the rules formed a 
code. But once the agreement had been recorded, it could not then be 
challenged on the ground of inadequacy, or removed from the register. 
In doing what he had done the county court judge had exceeded his powers. 
The order was not a good order unless the judge had express power under 
the Act to make it. The only power which he had to remove the agreement 
from the register was under Sched. II, 9 (e), on the ground that the agreement 
was obtained by fraud or undue influence or other improper means, and that 
did not apply in the present case. Moreover, it might be said that the appli- 
cant having sought torecord the agreement and having recorded it, and made 
an application for payment of some of the money out of court, could not 
now turn round and ask that it should be removed. But he (his lordship) 
preferred to decide the case on the ground that there was no power under 
the Act to enable the county court judge to remove the agreement. There- 
fore the appeal would be allowed. 

Warainaton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same offect, referring to 
Schofield v. W. C. Clough & Co. (No. 2), 1913, 2 K.B. 103, and Scrurron, 
L.J., concurred.—CounsEL : Compston, K.C., and W. R&R. Howard. 
Souicirors: Leonard, Bingham & Sharp. ~ 

[Reported by H. LANGForD Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CAVE v. PAGE. No.2. 20th April. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—AGRICULTURAL HoOLDING—COMPENSATION FOR 
DiIsTURBANCE—CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION TO BE MADE WITHIN THREE 
MontTus OF THE TIME WHEN THE TENANT “Quits Tue HOLDING ”’ 
Notice To Quir—TrENant HOLDING OvER—SUBSEQUENT EJECTMENT 
TIME WHEN “ TENANT Quits THE HOLDING ’’—AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
Act, 1908, 8 Edw. 7, c. 28, s. 11. 

Section 11 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, provides for the payment 
of compensation for disturbance to a tenant in certain cases, but ** no com- 
pensation under the section shall be payable . . . (d) if the claim for com- 
pensation is not made within three months after the time at which the tenant 
quits the holding.” Where a tenancy of an agricultural holding was determined 


by notice to quit duly served on the tenant, to expire on 25th March, 1920,° 


and the tenant did not quit the holding on that date, but held over, until he was 
removed in January, 1921, under an order of the court made in ejectment 
proceedings instituted by the landlord, then from 25th March, 1920, onwards, the 
tenant was not holding under a contract of tenancy and the land which he 
persisted in occupying unlawfully, was not a holding within the Act; conse- 
quently, the time when he was cjected was not the time at which he quitied the 
holding within the meaning of s. 11 of the Act of 1908. Therefore, a claim 
for compensation made by him in December, 1920, was not made within three 
months of the time at which he quitted the holding within the meaning of s. 11 (d) 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, and he was not entitled to compe nsatlion 
under the section. 


Appeal from Tenbury County Court, on a special case stated by an 
arbitrator under s, 13 and sched, 2 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, i908. 
The appellant, Cave, had been the tenant, under a tenancy which was 
determinable at Lady Day, of a farm at Rochford, near Tenbury. According 
to the special case, the facts were that the tenancy was duly determined 
by a proper notice to quit duly served on the tenant on 20th March, 1919, 
to expire on 25th March, 1920. The appellant did not quit the farm on 
the expiry of that notice, but held over. On I6th October, 1920, the 
landlord instituted ejectment proceedings against the appellant and an 
order for possession was made against him by the court in November, but 
the execution of the warrant was stayed until Ist January, 1921, when 
he was ejected. In December, 1920, he made a claim for compensation 
for disturbance under s. 11 of the Act of 1908, and he contended that his 
claim was made within the time limited by sub-clause (d) of that section, 





namely, within three months of the time at which he quitted the holding. 
Section Il of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, enacts that ‘* Where 
(a) the landlord of a holding, without good and sufficient cause, and for 
reasons inconsistent with good estate management, terminates the tenancy 
by notice to quit . . . the tenant upon quitting the holding shall... 
entitled to compensation for the loss or expense directly attributable to 
his quitting the holding . . . Provided that no compensation under this 
section shall be payable . . . (d) if the claim for compensation is not made 
within three months after the time at which the tenant quits the holding.” 
Diiferences arising under the section are to be settled by arbitration. It 
was contended on behalf of the landlord that the tenancy ceased to exist 
on and after the 25th March, 1920, and that the claim was not made within 
three months of the time at which the tenant quitted the holding. The 
county court judge held that the tenant was not entitled to the compensa- 
tion claimed. The tenant appealed. 

Sir Henry Duke, P.: The question was whether the appellant was 
entitled to compensation under s. 11, having regard to the fact that nine 
months had elapsed between the termination of the tenancy and the 
making of the claim, although the claim was made within three months of 
the tenant quitting the holding. The case turned on the meaning of the 
words ‘‘ the time at which the tenant quits the holding.” By s. 48 of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act 1908, the expression “‘ Holding ” was defined as 
“any parcel of land held by a tenant ”’ and “‘ Tenant” as “ the holder of 
land under a contract of tenancy.” Having regard to those definitions, 
from 25th March, 1920, the date of the expiry of the notice to quit, the 
appellant was not holding under a contract of tenancy, and the land which 
he persisted in occupying unlawfully was not a “ holding’? within the 
meaning of s. 11 of the Act. Therefore he failed to bring himself within 
the section and the appeal must be dismissed. 

3ankeEs, L.J., agreed. Compensation could only be claimed under s. 11 
where the tenant quitted the holding in consequence of a notice to quit. 
To interpret ‘‘ quits the holding’ as meaning “ takes his final departure 
from the holding,’ would be inconsistent with the policy which must 
underlie a statute intended to benefit those who kept and not those who 
broke their contracts. Quitting the holding did not mean going out when 
the tenant chose. 

Scrutron, L.J., agreed. Appeal dismissed. CounseL: S. R. C. 
Bosanquet ; F. J. Tucker. Sowtcrrors: Walmsley & Stansbury, Agents 
for Laston & Gregory, Leominster; Chester & Co., Agents for Weyman, 
Weyman & Estyn Jones, Ludlow. 

[Reported by T. W. Moraan, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re MAJORIBANKS: MAJORIBANKS v. DANSEY. 
Russell, J. 11th May. 

CompaNny—CUMULATIVE PREFERENCE SHARES—RESOLUTION OF COMPANY 
CONFERRING ON PREFERENCE SHAREHOLDERS Riaut TO CUMULATIVE 
DivipeNnp AND Sum For Past Divipenps Unpatp—DivipEenp Parp 
AFTER TESTATOR’S DEATH BEFORE PAYMENT IN FULL or Fixep Sum— 
INCOME OR CAPITAL. 

Where a company, in 1918, on a reduction of capital, resolved that the 
preference shares should thenceforth confer on the holders thereof the right to 
a fixed cumulative dividend, and also, in addition thereto, to a sum of £7 per 
share in respect of past cumulative diwidends thereon unpaid, and £3 15s. of 
that £7 had been paid in the lifetime of the testatrix, and after her death it was 
resolved todeclare and pay a dividend equal to 3} years’ dividend on account of 
arrears, 

Held, that such dividend so declared belonged to the tenant for life of the 
estate as income or annual produce thereof, and was not capital. 

In re Wakley, 1920, 2 Ch. 205, applied. 


This was a question whether a certain sum was income of the residuary 
estate of the testatrix or capital thereof. The facts were as follows: 
By her will dated in July, 1917, the testatrix gave her residuary estate 
upon trust for sale and conversion, with power to postpone sale. She 
directed her trustees to pay the income to the defendant Edward Dansey 
and to hold the corpus on trust for other persons. She owned certain 
fully-paid preference shares in Meux’s Brewery Company, carrying a fixed 
preferential and cumulative dividend of 5 per cent. The company, in 1918, 
by special resolutions reduced capital and annulled the original article as 
to application of profits and substituted therefor the following: ‘The 
preference shares shall confer on the holders thereof the right to a fixed 
cumulative dividend of 10s. per share, and in addition the sum of £7 per 
share in respect of past cumulative dividends thereon unpaid up to 3lst 
July, 1918. The profits of the company in each year, subject to the powers 
conferred on the directors under article 107 (that is, the power to carry 
profits to reserve), shall be applicable first in payment of the dividend for 
the current year on the preference shares, and the balance after such 
payment shall be applied (until repayment in full of all arrears from time 
to time of cumulative dividends) as regards nine-tenths thereof in or 
towards payment of the said arrears.’’ In August, 1920, the testatrix died. 
The company had paid her during her life the sum of £3 5s. per share in 
respect of the £7, leaving a balance unpaid at her death of £3 158. On 
the 5th of September, 1922, it was resolved to transfer £80,000 from the 
company’s reserve to the profit and loss account and to declare and pay 
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a dividend of £1 17s. 6d. on the preference shares, being the equivalent of 
3} years’ dividend, on account of arrears, and the sum so paid to the 
executors was the sum in dispute on this summons. 

Russewy, J., after stating the facts, said: I treat the resolution of 5th 
September, 1922, as though it were a resolution to pay the sum of £1 17s. 6d. 
on the preference shares on further account of the £7. It is a misnomer 
to talk of arrears of preference dividends. There might be years in which 
no dividend was paid, but there would be no arrears, because there is no 
right to a dividend unless and until it is declared. Under the present 
articles of the company preference shareholders are entitled to be paid out 
of available profits a cumulative preference dividend of J0s. per share, 
in addition to a sum of £7 per share. At the death of the testatrix there 
was due to her on balance a sum of £8 15s. in re spect of the £7. The right 
to that balance is contingent on the company making a profit and not 
carrying that profit to reserve. When the contingency happens the share- 
holder then entitled to the share is entitled to the money which is the 
equivalent of the right which once contingent is then absolute, see In ri 
Wakley, ubi supra, at p. 222. I am of pinion that the tenant for life is 
entitled to the £3,150 which became payable and was paid in 1922 as 
income or “annual produce of the estate.—CounseL: Bryan Farrer, 
G. B. Hurst, K.C., and Warwick Draper ; Courthope Wilson, K.C., and 
Ashworth James. SOvLIcCrTorRs : Hollo vay, Blount & Duke 


[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Farrer & Uo. ; 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
REX v. NORTHUMBERLAND JUSTICES: cx parie THOMPSON. 


Div. Court. 27th April. 


INSURANCE (UNEMPLOYMENT)—PROCEDURE— INSPECTOR— PROCEEDINGS 
INSTITUTED BY INSPECTOR FOR NON-PAYMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS 
ProsecuTion CoNpUCTED BY ANOTHER INSPECTOR——-WHETHER PeR- 
MISSIBLE—-SUMMARY JURISDICTION Act, 1848, 1] & 12 Vict., c. 43, s. 12 
— UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE AcT, 1920, 10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 30, 8. 23 (1). 
The conduct of proceedit referred to in #8. 23 (1) of the Unemployment 

Insurance Act, 1920, tn re spect of an offence under that statute is not restricted 

to the inspector by whom they were instituted, but may be conducted by any 

inspector appointed for the purpose of that statue and authorised in that behalf. 


Rule nisi to Northumberland justices to hear and determine an informa- 
tion laid by an informant under s. 23 of the Unemployment Insurance 
Act, 1920, in respect of the non-payment of certain contributions under 
that statute. At the hearing an inspector, other than the inspector by 
whom the proceedings were instituted, appeared to prosecute and conduct 
the proceedings. The justices refused to allow this inspector to conduct 
the proceedings on the ground that under s. 23 (1) of the Act of 1920, the 
proceedings could not be prosecuted by an inspector who had not 
instituted them. By s. 12 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, 
it is provided that every informant shall be at liberty to conduct an informa- 
tion and to have the witnesses examined and cross-examined by counsel 
or attorney on his behalf. By s. 23 (1) of the Unemployment Insurance 
Act, 1920, it is provided : Proceedings for an offence under this Act 
shall not be instituted ex t by or with the consent of the Minister or by 
an inspector or other ofticer appointed for the purpose of this Act and 
authorised in that behalf by special or general directions of the Minister . . . 
and any such inspector . may, although not a counsel or solicitor or 
law agent, prosecute or conduct before a court of summary jurisdiction 
any such proceedings under this Act.” 

Lord Hewart, C.J., delivering judgment, stated the facts, and said that 
the question was simply whether a duly authorised inspector was entitled 
not merely to prosecute and conduct proceedings instituted by him or her, 
but was also entitled to prosecute and conduct proceedings instituted by 
any other authorised inspector. The answer turned on the construction 
of s. 23 (1) of the Act [ His lordship read the sub-section]. Before considering 
the sub-section it was important to ascertain what was the power already 
enjoyed by an inspector in respect of the institution and prosecution of 
proceedings. Power to « onduct such proceedings was given by s. 12 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848 [seeabove]. Therefore apart from s. 23 (1) 
of the Act of 1920, a duly authorised inspector was already empowered 
himself or herself to prosecute and conduct proceedings. The question was, 
therefore, whether the closing words of 23 (1) were inserted ex abundanti 
cauteld. His lordship thought not. In his view their insertion in this 
part of the sub-section appeared to raise the presumption that it was 
intended by the legislature that the position of an inspector should be 
made, for this purpose, analogous to that of counsel and solicitors. Again 
in the closing words of the sub-section the word “ any ” would have been 
misleading if the proceedings referred to had been restricted to those 
instituted by the inspector authorised to conduct the prosecution. The 
use, therefore, of the words “any such proceedings,’ in the context in 
which they had been used, suggested that it had been contemplated that, in 
the absence of an express provision, a contrast might have been drawn 
between an inspector acting in that way, and the position of counsel or 
solicitors. His lordship thought that the rule should be made absolute. 

SHeARMAN, J., delivered judgment to the same effect and Branson, J., 
concurred. The rule was therefore made absolute.—CounseL.: Herbert 
Metcalfe ; Sinclair Johnston (Harold Murphy with him). Soricrrors : 
Milner & Bickford, for G. W. Steele Mason, Gateshead ; Solicitor to Ministry 
of Health. 


[Reported by J. L. Denison, Barrister-at-Law.] 





In Parliament. 
House of Lords. 


Earl Beavcuame asked the Deputy Leader of the House if he had any 
information to give with regard to the state of the health of the Lord 
Chancellor ? 

The Lorp Presipenr or tue Counci. (The Marquess of Salisbury) : 
My Lords, this account has been furnished to me: Whilst staying in 
Somersetshire nearly three weeks ago Viscount Cave was seized with an 
attack of peritonitis. The peritonitis having subsided, an operation has 
been performed for the underlying condition. The seriousness of the 
operation demands restraint in statement, but the condition of the Lord 
Chancellor in proportion to the circumstances is satisfactory. 

All operations are, of course, serious, and I am sure your Lordships 
will have heard with the greatest possible satisfaction that the condition 
of my noble and learned friend in proportion to the circumstances is 
satisfactory. I am sure we all hope for his speedy recovery and full 
restoration to health, and for his return to the service of your Lordships’ 
House. (14th June.) 


House of Commons. 
Questions. 
ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS (ADMINISTRATION). 


Colonel Sir Cuartes Yare (Leicestershire, Melton) asked the hon. 
Member for North-East Leeds, as representing the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners, the total amount of money administered by the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners; and what is the establishment retained to administer it 
and the total annual cost thereof ? 

Major Brrcuaut (for the Ecclesiastical Commissioners): With the hon. 
Member’s permission, I will circulate the answer in the Official Report. 

The following are the statistics :-— 

The revenue carried to the Common Fund of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners in the last financial year (to 31st October, 1922) was £2,296,000, 
being as to £1,364,000 from rental of estates and as to £932,000 from 
dividends and interest. In addition, the Commissioners administer on 
behalf of Benefices and for other Ecclesiastical purposes revenues from 
Trust Funds under General and Special Acts of Parliament and Orders in 
Council amounting to about £770,000 per annum. The Commissioners’ 
authorised official establishment for all their functions (which include 
much more than the administration of these estates and revenues) consists 
of a Secretary, officers and clerks numbering 124. The official establish- 
ment expenses (including incidental expenses as well as salaries, pensions, 
etc.) amounted last year to £78,700. The Commissioners also employ 
land agents, solicitors and architects. 


RECKLESS DRIVING. 

Mr. W. Greenwoop (Stockport) asked the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Ministry of Transport if his attention has been called to the reckless 
driving and the lack of concern shown to injured persons, particularly in a 
recent inquest at Nottingham; and will he consider recommending an 
increase in penalties, with the view of preventing a repetition of such cases ? 

Lieut.-Colonel Asuiey (Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of 
Transport):, My attention has not been drawn to the particular case 
referred to by my hon. Friend, but I am making inquiries into the matter. 
On the general question I may say that recommendations aiming at an 
increase in the severity of the penalties for driving to the danger of the 
public and for other similar offences are contained in paragraphs 115-119 
and 212-214 of the last Report of the Departmental Committee on the 
Taxation and Regulation of Road Vehicles. These—with other points— 
will be considered when an opportunity arises to introduce general 
legislation on the Report of the Committee. (13th June.) 


ADOPTION OF CHILDREN. 


Mr. Brrant (Lambeth, North) asked the Home Secretary if, in view of 
the many cases of hardship and cruelty inflicted on children by persons 
adopting them, he will promote legislation making it compulsory for satis- 
factory references being provided by such persons and for the formal 
adoption to be sanctioned by a magistrate or other authorised person or 
body ? 

Mr. Brinceman: I regret that I am unable to propose legislation on 
this subject at the present time, but the considerations referred to by the 
hon. Member will not be lost sight of. 

ALIENS RESTRICTIONS ACTS. 

3rigadier-General CockermLL (Reigate) asked the Home Secretary 
whether a French subject desirous of obtaining employment in an English 
family to teach French to the children requires any special permit to land 
and remain in this country; and, if so, to whom should the application for 
a permit be addressed, where can the Regulations on the subject be found, 
and under what statutory authority have they been framed ? 

Mr. BripcemMan: Under Article 1 (3) (b) of the Aliens Order, 1920, made 
in pursuance of the Aliens Restriction Acts, 1914 and 1919, leave to land 
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has to be refused to an alien desirous of entering the service of an employer 
in the United Kingdom unless he produces a permit in writing for his 
engagement issued to the employer by the Minister of Labour. 


RAILWAY CHARGES. 


Mr. Sexton (St. Helens) asked the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Ministry of Transport whether he proposes to exercise his powers to secure 
a reduction of railway rates and fares ? 

Colonel Asutey: I would remind the hon. Member that the Minjster 
has now no power to direct the railway companies to reduce their charges. 
The Railways Act, 1921, established the Railway Rates Tribunal as the 
determining authority for railway charges, and applications for reduction 
of existing rates and fares may be made to the tribunals under Sections 60 
and 78 of that Act.. The Railways Act also requires the Rates Tribunal 
themselves to fix standard charges to operate from a day to be appointed, 
and subsequently periodically to review these charges. (14th June.) 


LAW COURTS (SHORTHAND WRITERS). 


Mr. Ammon (Camberwell, North), asked the Attorney-General whether he 
is aware that there are official writers attached to the Admiralty Court, 
to the Divorce Court, and to the Courts of Bankruptcy; that there are 
no official shorthand writers attached to the Courts of Appeal, to the 
Chancery Division, to the King’s Bench Division, and to the Official Referees 
Courts; that there is considerable dissatisfaction in the legal profession at 
the absence of any official shorthand writers in these divisions of the High 
Court of Justice; and that that dissatisfaction is shared by the actual 
working shorthand writers employed in taking the shorthand notes of 
cases in these divisions of the High Court of Justice; and whether he will 
consider the setting up of a small committee with a view to investigating 
the economy and efficiency of appointing official shorthand writers to all 
divisions of the High Court of Justice ? 

The ArroRNEY-GENFRAL: I am not aware that there is any dissatis- 
faction in the legal profession or among shorthand reporters at the absence 
of official shorthand writers. The employment of official shorthand writers 
throughout the Courts would involve very considerable expenditure and 
would tend to increase the cost of litigation, which is most undesirable 
at the present time. Special reasons exist for the employment of official 
shorthand writers in the Divorce Division and in Bankruptcy, which are not 
applicable in the case of the other business transacted in the High Court 
or the Court of Appeal. 


ASCENSION (TURTLES). 


Sir C. Yate (Leicestershire, Melton), asked the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, now that the naval garrison has been withdrawn from 
Ascension and the administrative control of the island has been transferred 
from the Admiralty to the Colonial Office and placed under the Governor 
of St. Helena, whether the annual tribute of turtles hitherto paid to the 
Admiralty is now being enjoyed by the Secretary of State and himself, 
or whether it will continue to be sent to the Admiralty as heretofore ? 

THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY TO THE ApMIRALTY (Commander 
Eyres-Monsell) : I have been asked to reply. The facts are that for more 
than 150 years the green turtle has been known to make a habit of visiting 
the beaches of Ascension Island, and while the island was treated as a 
tender to one of His Majesty’s ships, and was manned by a naval crew, 
it was the custom for some of these creatures to be caught and used to 
supplement the ration of the officers and men serving in the island. Oppor- 
tunity was occasionally taken to send a few turtle home to the Admiralty, 
but no expense to public funds was incurred. Now that the naval and 
marine officers and men have been withdrawn, there is no one in the employ- 
ment of the Crown available to seize these visitors to the island, and the 
turtle, I believe, are, in consequence, unmolested ; at any rate, neither the 
Secretary of State nor the Admiralty have any means of securing the con- 
tinuance of the practice by which some of the turtle found their visit 
extended from that island to this. With my hon. and gallant Friend’s 
permission I will circulate in the Official Report the original proposal for 
the use of these turtle by the Navy put forward by Sir George Young, the 
great-great-grandfather of the right hon. Member for Norwich (Mr. Hilton 
Young). 

Sir C. Yate: Considering the very able manner in which the island was 
administered during the whole of the 150 years it was rated as H.M.S. 
** Ascension,”’ will the hon. and gallant Gentleman make arrangements 
to allow the tribute of turtles to be continued to the Lords of the Admiralty ? 

Commander Eyres-MonseLt: I wish I could. The fact remains that 
these turtles were gathered by ratings on Ascension Island and were sent 
home in any ship which happened to be coming home. One turtle was 
given to the captain of the ship for bringing the turtles home. I may add 
that while there was a certain amount of mortality among the turtles, the 
turtle belonging to the captain of the ship never died. 

Mr. W. Tuorne: Will the hon. and gallant Gentleman put one in the 
tea-room ? 

Following is a copy of Sir Geo. Young’s leiter of the 9th December, 1771 :— 
** Weazle ’’ at Portsmouth. 
December the 9th, 1771. 
Sir, 

I beg you will be pleased to represent to My Lords of the Admiralty, 

that in the late Voyage of His Majesty’s Ship ‘‘ Weazle’’ under my 








Command to Guinea ; the greatest part of her Company were very much 
afflicted with the Scurvey—the coast afforded no refreshment but fish 
and none of that below Sierra Leone, and although the Island St. Thomas 
abounds in every necessary of life, yet from the wildness of the cattel 
and the natural indolence of the natives everything is bought extreamley 
dear, a Purser’s Jacket or Shirt, Value six or seven shillings, will purchase 
no more than a couple of Fowles, or a small cabbereta, and notwith- 
standing, the seamen sell all their cloaths, it seldom happens they have 
more than will give them a fresh meal or two, which is their only ressource 
in the whole Voyage—in the passage to England the ship must necessarily 
go within 70 leagues of the Island Assension, where the Green Turtle 
at that time of year is to be procured in great plenty without any other 
expence than the Mens labor, I should be under no Difficulty with respect 
to the safety of the King’s Sloop, having been at the Island three times, 
and should Their Lordships think it proper to give leave for the ““Weazle” 
to touch there on her way Home; it would in my humble opinion be 
a means of greatly refreshing my people, stop the fatal progress of the 
Scurvey, save many a good man’s life and would not prolong the Voyage 
more than about one week. 


‘ 


I am, Sir, 
Your most obedient and very humble servant, 
(signed) GEO. YOUNG. 
Philip Stephens, Esq. 
Minute by the Secretary, 12th December. 
To be done. Let him know it. 


GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. Hannon (Moseley) asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he willexplain the principle on which the prices of Government publications 
are fixed ; whether the price paid by the public is expected to cover the 
cost of any free issue; whether the standing charges are distributed over 
the copies sold to the public and those issued free to Government Depart- 
ments and others, or are charged exclusively against the cost of the copies 
for sale; and whether he can give any indication of how the increase in 
price has affected sales ? 

Sir W. Joynson-Hickxs: I would refer the hon. Member to the reply 
given to Sir Halford Mackinder on the 20th July last. The general effect 
of the increase in prices has, of course, been to reduce sales somewhat, but 
the aggregate revenue from sales has materially increased, with the result 
that notwithstanding some contraction in the quantity of publications the 
receipts from sales in 1921-22 were double the receipts in 1913-14, 


FINANCE BILL. 
Srame Dury (CHEQUES). 

Sir R. Hamivron (Orkney) asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
estimated cost to the revenue of reducing the cost of stamps on cheques 
from twopence to a penny ? 

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks : It is estimated that the reduction of the Stamp 
Duty on cheques from 2d. to 1d. would cost, in a full year, about £1,300,000, 

(18th June.) 





CRIMINAL ASSAULTS (FLOGGING). 

Major Pacer (Bosworth) asked the Home Secretary if he has received 
a recommendation from the grand.jury at the last Leicestershire assizes 
recommending that Judges be given power to inflict flogging for sexual 
offences against young children ; and if he intends to take any action about 
the matter ? 

Mr. Bripceman: I have received such a recommendation, but I am 
not prepared to introduce legislation to this effect. 
(19th June.) 


New Bills. 

Renewal of Leases Bill—‘* to make provision with respect to the renewal 
of leases and other contracts of tenancy; and for purposes connected 
therewith’’: Mr. Wallhead, on leave given, [Bill 162.] 

Education (Employment of Young Persons) Bill—‘‘to amend the 
Education Act, 1921’’: Lord Henry Cavendish-Bentinck. [| Bill 164.] 

(14th June.) 

Copyright (Musical Works) Bill—‘‘ to amend the Copyright Act, 1911”’ 

Mr. Frank Gray. [Bill 166.] (18th June.) 





Motion. 


Dr. CuappLe (Dumfries): I beg to move “that an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty praying that the Amendment laid on the 28th 
day of May, 1923, of Rule 9 of Rules under The Nurses’ Registration 
Act, 1919, be modified as follows : 

In line 2, by leaving out ‘1919,’ and inserting ‘1916’; and by leaving 
out from ‘ who,’ to the end of the Rule, and inserting ‘ produces the following 
evidences of knowledge and experience : 

(a) a certificate of good character ; 

(b) a certificate signed by a matron of a general hospital or an infirmary 
or by two medical men setting out that the applicant has been in attend- 
ance upon the sick in the capacity of a nurse for a period of not less 





than three years prior to the Ist November, 1919; and 
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(c) @ certificate signed by a registered nurse and by two medical 
men, one of whom shall be on the staff of a general hospital, setting out 
that the applicant has adequate knowledge and experience of medical 
and surgical nursing, and is competent to attend upon the sick in the 
capacity of a nurse. 

Provided that the council may require the applicant, as a condition 
precedent to registration, to present herself for special inquiry before a 
medical officer, or officers, appointed by the council’.”’ 


Agreed to by 111 to 81. (13th June.) 


Bills in Progress. 


13th June: Finance Bill.—Further considered in Committee. 

14th June: London and North Eastern Railway Bill.—Second reading, 
after objections intended to secure improved facilities for travelling in 
the Company's suburban London District. Carried by 198 to 105. 

Alderney (Transfer of Property, etc.) Bill (Lords): Read a Second time 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House. 

Explosives Bill (Lords.)—As amended in the Standing Committee, 
considered, and read the Third time, and passed, with amendments. 

Advertisements Regulation Bill (Lords.)—Read a Second time, and 
committed to a Standing Committee. 

15th June: Legitimacy Bill, as amended in the Standing Committee, 
considered. ‘To clause |, which is as follows: 

(1) Where the parents of an illegitimate person marry or have married 
one another, whether before or after the commencement of this Act, 
the marriage shall, if the father of the illegitimate person was or is at 
the date of the marriage domiciled in England or Wales, render that 
person, if living legitimate from the commencement of this Act, or 
from the date of the marriage, which last happens; and such person 
is in this Act referred to as a “ legitimated person.” 

the following new sub-section was added : 
**(2) Nothing in this Act shall operate to legitimate a person whose 
father or mother was married to a third party when the illegitimate 
person was born.”’ 
and the Bill was read a Third time without a division, and passed. 

Bastardy Bill—As amended in the Standing Committee, considered. 
Read a Third time and passed. 

Agricultural Holdings Acts (Amendment) Bill.—As amended in the 
Standing Committee, considered. tead the Third time and passed. 

15th June: Railway Fires Act (1905) Amendment Bill.—Considered as 
amended in the Standing Committee. Read a Third time and passed. 

18th June: Finance Bill further considered in Committee. Clause for 
repeal of such parts of s. 4 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, as are not 
repealed by s. 57 of the Finance Act, 1920, moved by Sir William Bull, and 
carried by 195 to 126. 





Sir Mackenzie Chalmers, writing to The Times (21st inst.), says :— 

Day by day the newspapers report an increasing number of motor 
accidents. May I make a suggestion? Our ancestors for the most part 
were wiser than we are. They devised and enforced the law of *‘ deodand.”’ 
Under that law whenever any personal chattel caused the death of any 
it was at once forfeited to pious and charitable 
uses. Why not revive that law? The rule was carefully guarded. It 
applied only to the killing of reasonable creatures. Presumably, therefore, 
it would not apply to small boys who play “ last across,’’ or to old ladies 
who jazz in front of a motor-omnibus. I venture to think that when a 
few dozen expensive motor-cars had been forfeited and sold for the benefit 
of the nearest hospital we should have more careful driving. Incidentally, 
or accidentally, our hard-pressed hospitals would benefit considerably. 


** reasonable creature ’’ 


Societies. 


Council of Legal Education. 


The Right Hon. Viscount Haldane has kindly consented to take the 
chair, in the absence of the Lord Chancellor, in consequence of his unfortu- 
nate illness, at the first of two public lectures to be delivered by The Hon. 
James M. Beck, Solicitor-General of the United States, at Gray's Inn 
Hall, on Monday, 25th June, and Monday, 2nd July, on “ The Supreme 
Court of the United States of America.”’ 

> 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

The monthly meeting of the Directors was held at the Law Society's 
Hall, Chancery Lane, London, on the 14th inst., Mr. J. F. Rowlatt in 
the chair. The other Directors present were, The Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Bull, M.P., Sir Roger Gregory and Messrs. T. S. Curtis, E. F. Dent, E. F. 
Knapp-Fisher, M. A. Tweedie and A. B. Urmston (Maidstone). £815 
were distributed in grants of relief, seven new members were admitted, 
and other general business transacted. 

Gray’s Inn. 

On 15th June, the Grand Day of Trinity Term at Gray’s Inn, the 
Treasurer (his Honour Judge Ivor Bowen, K.C.) and the Masters of the 
Bench entertained at dinner the following guests :— 

The Master of the Rolls, Mr. Winston Churchill, the Treasurer of the 
Hon. Society of the Inner Temple (Lord Justice Bankes), Lord Justice 
Younger, Mr. Justice Avory, Colonel Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, Bt., 
Sir Francis Edwards, Bt., the President of the Royal College of Surgeons 
(Sir Anthony Bowlby), Sir Claud Schuster, Bishop Ryle, the Astronomer- 
Royal (Sir Frank Dyson, F.R.S.), and Major-General Colin G. Donald. 

The Benchers present in addition to the Treasurer were :— 

Sir Miles Mattinson, K.C., Mr. T. Terrell, K.C., Sir D. Plunket Barton, 
Bt., K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, K.C., Mr. Arthur Gill, Lord Justice Atkin, 
Sir William Byrne, Sir Montagu Sharpe, K.C., Mr. W. Clarke Hall, Mr. R. E. 
Dummett, Sir Hamar Greenwood, Bt., K.C., Mr. Courthope Wilson, K.C., 
Mr. G. D. Keogh, Lord Morison, and the Under-Treasurer (Mr. D. W. 
Douthwaite). 





The Law Society. 

The Annual General Mecting will be held at the Society’s Hall (Chancery 
Lane entrance), on Friday, the 6th July, 1923, at 2 p.m. 

The following are the provisions of Bye-law 15 as to the business to be 
transacted at an Annual General Meeting, namely: ‘‘ The business of an 
Annual General Meeting shall be the election of President, Vice-President, 
and Members of Council, as directed by the Charter, and also the election 
| of Auditors; the reception of the Accounts submitted by the Auditors for 
| approval, the reception of the Annual Report of the Council, and the 
disposal of business introduced by the Council, and of any other matter 
which may consistently with the Charter and Bye-laws be introduced at 
such meeting.’’ 

Below will be found the names of the Candidates nominated to fill the 
fifteen vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of President, Vice- 
President, and Auditors, with the names and addresses of their Nominators. 

Owing to the lamented death of Mr. Samson on the 8th instant, his 
name as ope of the retiring members of the Council must be omitted from 
page 5 of the Annual Report. Mr. Nesbitt has been selected to make up 
the ten members of the Council retiring in rotation. 

Mr. Samson’s death creates an additional casual vacancy, and this also 
should be noted on page 5 of the Annual Report. 

E. R. Cook, 
Secretary. 





20th June. 





List oF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE CoUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 


ON THE 6TH DAY OF JULY, 1923. 


Address. 


Names of Nominators. Addresses. 





Name of Candidate. 





Ernest Epwarp Birp .» | 5 Gray’s Inn Square, London, 
Ww.Cil 

Tuomas Hume Biscuorr .. | 4 Great Winchester Street, 
London, E.C.2 | 

Freperick Henry Ewartr;|2 Bond Court, Walbrook, 


BRANSON London, E.C.4 








r Arthur Copson Peake - 
Robert William Dibdin ee 
+ William Henry Trotter Brown... 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 

. ‘Arthur Copson Peake ee ee 
Robert William Dibdin 
William Henry Trotter Brown 

(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 

\ Provincial Law Societies) 

(Arthur Copson Peake os 
Robert William Dibdin ae 
William Henry Trotter Brown... 

(Hon. Secretary of the Associatec 

+ Provincial Law Societies) 


24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 





*Lewin BAMprieLD CarsLAkE.. | 50 Old Broad Street, London, Cecil Allen Coward .. a .. | 30 Mincing Lane, London, E.C.3. 
E.C.2 Arthur Statham Jecks 24 Austin Friars, London E.C.2. 

*HerBert Gipson oe .. | 9 Great St. Helen’s, London, | { Walter Henry Foster os 5 Little College Street, Westminster, London, 
E.C.3 | Lewin Bampfield Carslake .. 50 Old Broad Street, London, E.C.2 [S.W.1. 
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_ Name of ¢ andidate. | Address. 


_l 
— —|- —_ 
| 
| 
| 





380 Gresham House, Old Broad | 
Street, London, E.C.2 


Dennis Henry Hersert, M.P. 


*L_LEONARD Wittiam Norra | 10 King’s Bench Walk, London, 
HICKLEY K.C.4 
*Puttrw Huserr Mar7ingau .. | 2 Raymond Buildings, Gray’s 


Inn, London, W.C.1 


49 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, 
W.C.2 


*CuHARLES GispBons May 


. 


Wintiam Esexron Mortimer... | 18 Austin Friars, London, E.C.2 


7 Devonshire Square, London, 


E.C.2 


*Ropert CHANceLLoR NESBITT, 


M.P. 


*+ArtuuR Corson Peake, LL.D. | 24 Basinghall Street, Leeds 


*tKenrick Eyton Peck 26 Ker Street, Devonport 


Eowarp 10, 11 and 32 Ely Place, 


Holborn, London, E.C.1 


*ReaginALpD Warp 
LANE POOLE 


Names of Nominators. 


Arthur Copson Peake 
Robert William Dibdin 
[ton Henry Trotter Brown 


Addresses. 


24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 


Provincial Law Societies) 
| Philip Hubert Martineau 


| Weeden Dawes 


¢Sir Walter Trower 

(Charles Gibbons May ‘ 

( Francis Edward James Smith 
Harry Goring Pritchard 


‘Arthur Copson Peake 
Robert William Dibdin 
William Henry Trotter Brown 


2 Raymond Buildings, Gray’s Inn, London, 
W.C.1. 

81-87 Gresham Street, London, E.C.2. 

5 New Square, Lincoln’s Inn, London, W.C.2, 

49 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2. 

44 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2. 

Palace Chambers, Bridge Street, Westmin- 

| ster, London, 8.W.1. 

24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 

23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 

10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


(Hon. Secretary of the Associated | 


. Provincial Law Societies) 

| Robert William Dibdin 

\ Charles Gibbons May 

Robert William Dibdin 

Harold Atkinson Crawford .. 
(President of the 
Leeds Law Society) 

Arthur Edward Bromehead Soulby 
(President of the Yorkshire Law 
Society) 

William Henry Trotter Brown 
(Hon. Secretary of the 

\ Provincial Law Societies) 

F Arthur Copson Peake 

James Alfred Pearce 
(President of the Incorporated 
Law Society of Plymouth) 

Basil Hamilton Whiteford 

| (Hon. Secretary of the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society of Plymouth) 

William Henry Trotter Brown 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 

‘John Edward Wase Rider 

, Ernest Humbert 

-Arthur Copson Peake 











| 8 New Square, 


| 23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 

| 49 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2 
| 23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 

| 28 East Parade, Leeds. 


Incorporated | 


Malton, Yorkshire. 


| 10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


Associated | 


| 
| 24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
5 St. Aubyn Street, Devonport. 


17 Courtenay Street, Plymouth. 
10 Cook Street 


, Liverpool. 


Lincoln’s Inn, London, W.C.2, 


4 Field Court, Gray’s Inn, London, W.C.1. 


24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 





Robert William Dibdin 
J William Henry Trotter Brown 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 


| 23 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
10 Cook Street, Liverpool. 


Provincial Law Societies) 


Georce Sranitey Porr Capel House, New Broad Street, 
London, E.C.2 
*Sir Ricwary Srzpuens Taytor | 4 Field Court, Gray’s Inn, 


London, W.C.1 


Philip Hubert Martineau . 2 Raymond Buildings, Gray’s Inn, London, 
\ Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K. C B. 


Hertford. [W.C.1, 


List Of QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


As President 23 rv Lion Square, London, 
DisBpIN 
As Vice-President — WILLIAM | 


Henry Norton 


RoBeERT WILLIAM 


30 Brown Street, Manchester . 


10 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, 
W.C.2. 


Joun Sreraens CHAPPELOW, 


F.C.A, 
36 John Street, Bedford Row, 
London, W.C.1 


RichwarRp Reprern LECHMDRE 


JAMES 


14 Essex Street, Strand, London, 
W.C.2 


CuaRLes FREDERICK MAITLAND 
MAXWELL 


f Arthur Copson Peake : 
W.C. (Sir John Roger Burrow Gregory .. | 1 Bedford Row, 
f Arthur Copson Peake es 
‘Robert William Dibdin 

List or QUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF TII 
¢ Michael Forbes Tweedie 
(Rayner Maurice Neate 
j Robert Singleton Garnett .. 
(Charles Henry Theodore Wharton. . 
{ Roger Eustace Wilbraham .. 


| Sydney Loring Hosking 


| 24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
London, W.C.1. 
24 Basinghall Street, Leeds. 
| 25 Red Lion Square, London, W.C.1. 
g Socrery. , 
| 5 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2. 
16 Southampton Street, Bloomsbury Square, 
London, W.C.1. 
36 John Street, Bedford Row, London, W.C.1. 
31 John Street, Bedferd Row, London, W.C.1L 
Birkbeck Bank Chambers, 329 Holobrn, 
London, W.C.1. 
25 Bedford Row, London, W.C.1. 


* The Candidates marked thus* are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-election. 
+ The Candidates marked thust are proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 


Law Society. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. 


The following are extracts from the Report :— 

Council Vacancies.—There are fourteen vacancies on the Council, ten of 
which are caused by retirement in rotation. The members who retire 
by rotation are Mr. Carslake, Mr. Herbert Gibson, Mr. Hickley, Mr. 
Martineau, Mr. May, Mr. Peake, Mr. Peck, Mr. Poole,[Mr. Samson] and Sir 
Richard Taylor. The four additional vacancies are caused by the death 
of Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Samuel Garrett, 
and Mr. John James Dumville Botterell. 

Sir Albert Rollit died on the 12th August, 1922, at the age of seventy-nine. 
He had been a member of the Council for a period of thirty-two years, and 
throughout that time had interested himself closely in its affairs. He was 
President in 1902-3, and was largely responsible for the formation of the 
Society’s School of Law as at present constituted, and he never ceased 
to take a deep interest in its welfare and progress. Another subject which 
cecupied his attention was the development of County Courts,,and he did 
much to encourage and promote the extension of their jurisdiction. 








Mr. Budd died on the 18th December, 1922, at the age of eighty-four. 
His service on the Council extended over a period of forty-one years, and he 
was President, of the Society in 1895-6. At the date of his death he was 
Chairman of the Discipline and of the Legal Education Committees. In 
the former capacity he took a large share in promoting the legislation which 
secured the extended jurisdiction now exercised by the Discipline Com- 
mittee, and in the latter it may be said that by his energy he brought about 
the passage of the Solicitors Act of last year. 

Mr. Garrett’s death occurred very suddenly on the 22nd April, 1923; 
He was elected a member of the Council in 1905, and was President in 
1917-18. He was Chairman of the Examination Committee and a member 
of the Discipline, Scale, and Legal Education Committees. He was 
untiring in his attention to the work of the Council generally. He had been 
elected an honorary member of Lloyds and of the Institute of London 
Underwriters, distinction which testified eloquently to the regard in which 
he was held in the City of London. 

Mr. Botterell died equally suddenly on the 11th May, 1923. He had 
been present at the Council meeting on the previous Friday, and it had been 
arranged that he should succeed Mr. Garrett as Chairman of the Examination 
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Committee, which was one of the many Committees of which he was a 
member. His term of office as President of the Society expired only in 
July last. His duties, to which he applied himself closely, had involved 
him in hard and strenuous work which probably overtaxed his strength. 
Mr. Botterell had been a member of the Council since 1908. 

Membership of the Society.—The So siety has now 9,416 members, of whom 
4,001 practise in town and 5,415 in the country. The number of members 
who joined the Society during the past year is 314, as compared with 585 
in the previous year. After allowing for deaths, resignations, and exclu 
sions, the number of members shows an increase for the year of fifty-six. 

Finances of the Society. —The accounts of the Society for the ye ar ending 
3lst December, 1922, appear in the appendix at page 46. After providing 
a sum of £1,000 towards depreciation of the Society’s Hall and Buildings, 
and £402 4s. 9d. in respect of Furniture, the Society’s Account shows a 
balance of Income over Expenditure of £2,510 18s. 8d. On the Articled 
Clerks’ Account there is a credit balance of £1,387 10s. 8d., as compared 
with a debit in 1921 of £1,583 13s. ld. The Society’s income shows an 
increase in round figures of £1,200. The expenditure side of the Society’s 
Account shows an increase over 1921 of approximately £800, é 

With regard to the Articled Clerks’ Fund, income has increased by £2,000, 
which is due chiefly to a considerable increase in the number of entries for 
the Final Examination. The expenditure side has decreased, but this i 
owing to alteration of the apportionment of expenditure between the 
Society's General Account and the Articled Clerks’ Account. In previous 
years salaries were apportioned on the basis of income. It was thought that 
the Articled Clerks’ Account was being unduly burdened in this respect 
and a reapportionment has been made. The same account has been relieved 
to some extent from the previous charge for rent. This is consequent upon 
a revaluation of the premises occupied by the students. For the first time 
a legal education account is shown representing the sum received under the 
Act of 1922. Out of this sum grants are being made to approved schools 
under the provisions of that Act. 

Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund.—This fund was established by members 
of the Society, under the Chairmanship of Mr. R. A. Pinsent, for the purpose 
of providing a permanent memorial for those solicitors and articled clerks 
who sacrificed their lives in the war. The object of the fund, in addition 
to a visible memorial in the Society’s Hall, was to provide financial assistance 
to those of the Profession and their dependents who had suffered by the 
war. During the past year the trustees have made grants for this purpose 
amounting to the sum of £3,779 3s. 3d. (making a total with previous 
grants of £21,929 Os. 5d.), with the result, as the trustees believe, that 
many persons have been tided over grave financial difficulties, caused by 
their self-sacrifice or that of those upon whom they were dependent. The 
grants to a considerable extent have taken the form of payment by annual 
instalment, and the fund therefore is pledged in advance. Donations and 
subscriptions to it will be gratefully received. 

Provincial Meeting, 1923.—The Incorporated Law Society of Plymouth 
have kindly invited the Society to hold a provincial meeting at Plymouth 
during the coming autumn. The Council on behalf of the Society have 
gratefully accepted the invitation. The meeting will be held accordingly 
at Plymouth during the week commencing the Ist October, 1923. 0 

Registry Department.—The number of entries on the various Registers 
shows a steady increase, and the average number of replies forwarded in 
answer to entries per month was considerably larger than in any previous 
year. In spite of the low fee charged to members making entries on the 

Xegisters (a fee of 4s. cannot be considered excessive for an entry of sixty 
words in a paper having a circulation of well over 9,000 copies a month), 
the Registry still suffers from a lack of patronage. The Couneil recommend 
members to take full advantage of the Registers when they have sales and 
mortgages to arrange which they cannot conclude in their own offices, and 
believe they will benefit thereby. Some complaints have been received 
from members who had made entries on the ‘‘ clerkships vacant ’’ register 
(Gi) that no replies have been received. It is thought that this is accounted 
for by the fact that the salaries offered have been omitted. The Council 
advise members to supply this information when making entries. The 
attention of members is directed to the fact that no clerk is allowed to 
inspect the Register of Vacant Situations or enter his name without having 
first produced a letter of recommendation from a member of the Society, 
or, in cases where it is impossible to obtain this, from some responsible 
person, to the effect that the clerk is personally known to the writer and 
is of good character. By this means the Council are able to ensure that 
the Register is, so far as possible, kept free of undesirable applicants. 
Members are requested not to sign the form of recommendation unless the 
clerk asking them to do so is one whom they would employ in their own 
office if they had a vacancy which he could fill. . 

Record and Statistical Department.—Members are reminded of the great 
assistance which can be given by this Department to those desirous of 
ascertaining the successors of retired or deceased solicitors, or the where- 
abouts of their papers. As, however, it is only with the co-operation of 
members that this information can be obtained, they are requested to 
communicate to the Secretary any information which they may from time 
o time receive as to the death of solicitors, their successors or the disposal 
of the papers, or any appointments or managing clerkships for which 
solicitors may be eligible, and particularly should he be informed of the 
whereabouts of solicitors who do not take out a practising certificate. All 
information collected is available to members without charge, and it is to 
their interest that the records should be as complete as possible. During 





the year ending 15th November, 1922, 5,955 London and 9,834 country 
practising certificates were issued, as compared with 5,022 and 9,601 





respectively in the previous year. During the year under review 247 
certificates of deaths of solicitors have been received from Registrars of 
Deaths, as compared with 268 received in the previous year. 

Examinations.—The numbers of successful candidates in 1922-23 as 
compared with the numbers in 1921-22 are as follows: Preliminary 169, 
as against 140; Intermediate (Law) 339, as against 431 ; Accounts and 
Book-keeping 544, as against 564; Final 441, as against 399 ; Honours 62, 
as against 54. 

A comparison between the number of articles of clerkship registered in 1912 
and 1922 shows that in the former year there were registered 534 articles of 
clerkship, of which 459 were original articles, while in 1922, 750 articles 
were registered, of which 697 were original articles, showing an increase 
in the number entering into articles of clerkship of 238. The number of 
persons admitted as solicitors in 1912 was 494, and in 1922 it was 466, a 
decrease of twenty-eight. 

Colonial Examinations.—Since the issue of the. Annual Report for the 
year 1922 two Final and two Intermediate Examinations have been held, 
under the auspices of the Society, in the Colony of Jamaica, two Final and 
two Intermediate Examinations in the Colony of ‘Irinidad, one Final 
Examination in the Colony of Barbados, and three Kinal Examinations (two 
of which were held in London) for the Colony of British Guiana. 

The Society's Educational Work.—The lamented death of Mr. J. W. Budd, 
alluded to elsewhere, has been felt in no department of the Society’s activities 
more keenly, both on personal and public grounds, than in its educational 
work. Mr. Budd had been a member of the Legal Education Committee 
from its inception; and, during the last nine years of his life, had been its 
Chairman, se was untiring in his work to increase the usefulness, not 
only of the Society’s own school, but of the Society's efforts to support and 
encourage the activities of the other Schools of Law in which the Society is 
interested. Mr. R. M. Welsford has been appointed Chairman of the Legal 
Education Committee in Mr. Budd’s place. The Legal Education Com- 
mittee has also lost, by the death of Sir Albert Rollit, another of its original 
members, who, as President in 1 902-03, took a leading part in the foundation 
of the Society’s school as now constituted. Apart from the events above 
referred to, the most important event in the educational year has, un- 
doubtedly, been the passing of the Solicitors Act, 1922, s, 2 of which requires 
every person articled to a solicitor after 31st December last, with specified 
exceptions, before being admitted to his Final Examination, to satisfy the 
Law Society that he has, during a period of one year (such period being 
continuous or subject to such intervals as the Society may consider reason- 
able), complied with the requirements of the Society as to attendance at a 
course of legal education at a Law School provided or approved by the 
Society. In anticipation of the passing of the Act, the Council took steps, 
in June last, to ascertain the best way of performing their duties under 
ss. 2 and 8, by appointing a Special Committee (from time to time increased 
in membership) to report as to the best method of carrying into efiect the 
terms of the Act; and this Committee has made two reports, each of which 
has been adopted by the Council. 

Shortly after the Act became law, the Council took the further step of 
inviting a conference of representatives of the Law Schools of the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge, and of all the Law Schools which in 
the past have received educational grants from the Council. On 
28th October the conference was held, under the chairmanship of the 
President, at the Society’s Hall. After communications with the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies the Council were able to draw up and issue, on 
ist March, their first regulations under s. 2 of the Act, which have since been 
published in the Society’s Gazette, and are delivered to every articled clerk 
on the return of his registered articles. By these Regulations, in addition 
to the Society's own school in London, the Law Schools of the Universities 
of Oxford, Cambridge, London, Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester and Sheffield 
are approved for the purposes of the section ; and substantial progress has 
been made for the strengthening of these and other schools by the employ- 
ment of the financial powers and duties of the Council under s. 8 of the Act, 
with a view to the immediate or ultimate expansion of the list of approved 
schools. Important in this connection is the revival of the Board of Legal 
Education for Wales which held a meeting at the Society’s Hall on 
20th January, and which aims at co-ordinating the efforts of the various 
centres of legal education in the Principality. At this meeting, and also at 
au important conference on legal education held at the University of Bristol 
on 6th February, the Council were represented ; and it is hoped, with 
confidence, that satisfactory results will follow in both cases. The Council 
were also represented at the Bracton Commemoration, held at Exeter on 
Thursday of Easter Week, where a proposal was put forward before an 
influential meeting to endow a Bracton lectureship at the University 
College in that city, as the nucleus of an approved Law School for the 
South-west of England. At Newcastle-upon-Tyne the efforts of the local 
Law Society have already resulted in the establishment of a definite scheme 
which it is hoped will actually be in operation in the autumn ; and in this, 
as in every other case, the policy of the Council has been to promote an 
alliance between the local Law Society and the institution or institutions for 
higher education in the centre, for the purpose of securing both scientific 
thoroughness and practical utility in the teaching provided. Thus, while 
much remains to be done before the scheme inaugurated by s. 2 of the Act 
becomes complete, substantial approach has been made towards the ideal 
of providing for articled clerks, wherever they may be serving, sound 
educational facilities within a reasonable distance of their offices ; so that 
they may fulfil the requirements of the statute without serious interference 
with their practical training. Moreover, the Council have purposely made 
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the Regulations as elastic and moderate as possible, with a view to giving 
free play to different schemes suited to the requirements of each district. 

The Society’s School of Law.—The number of students entered during the 
session 1922-23 was 206, as against 243 in 1921-22, 262 in 1920-21, and 295 
in 1919-20, The entries of women students, after a period of increase, now 
show a tendency to decline. Last session (1921-22) there were eighteen 
women students; during the present session there have been thirteen. 
At the three qualifying examinations which have been held since the last 
Annual Report was prepared, 194 of the Society’s students have been 
successful in passing, viz., 102 in the Final and 92 in the Intermediate. 
Fourteen of the Society’s students have obtained Honours, viz., one in the 
first class (including the Clement’s Inn, Mellersh, and (two) John Mackrell 
Prizes, and the Scott and Travers-Smith Scholarships), two in the second, 
and eleven in the third. At the Degree Examinations of the University 
of London held in September last, Mr. Harold Potter was awarded First 
Class Honours and a moiety of the University Scholarship, Mr. F. C. 
Coningsby, the holder of one of the Society’s studentships, was awarded 
Second Class Honours, and Mr. J. W. van Druten, Third Class; whilst 
Miss D. C. Johnson and Mr. R. B. Zaiwalla were successful in the Inter- 
mediate Examination. The state of the Society’s educational funds did not 
permit the Council to offer any studentships for award in the year 1922, but 
four studentships of the annual value of £40 will be open to award in July 
of the present year. It is thought that, in view of the requirements of s. 2 
of the Act of 1922, the revival of the studentship system will be found 
specially opportune. Meanwhile, the students elected in 1921 are, without 
exception, doing excellent work. At the close of the year 1921, the Council] 
felt obliged to increase the fees charged to students attending the various 
lectures and classes maintained by the Society, as well as to those students 
availing themselves of the privileges of the Students’ Rooms. Though the 
increase was substantial it cannot be thought excessive, inasmuch as the 
inclusive fee for the Final curriculum is only £21. 

Colonial Solicitors Act, 1900.—The Order in Council of 14th January, 
1919, which extended this Act to the Union of South Africa, has been 
amended, so far as it relates to an attorney of the Natal Provincial Division 
of the Supreme Court of South Africa, by an Order in Council, dated the 
16th April, 1923. This amending order prescribes that a Natal applicant 
shall pass the Final Examination and an examination in Trust Accounts 
and Book-keeping, before admission in England, It was made in conse- 
quence of the Council having pointed out to the Colonial Office that English 
solicitors, who desired admission in Natal, had recently been called upon 
to pass an examination in Roman Dutch Law and Natal Statute Law. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration.—In the last Annual Report it was stated that 
the Council had been informed by the Lord Chancellor that he was in 
communication with the Master of the Rolls upon the Report of a Depart- 
mental Committee which had been appointed in June, 1921, and that his 
lordship hoped at no distant date to make a further communication. He 
stated also that a Bill to legalise lump sum charges was in the hands of the 
Government's draftsman. In due course Lord Birkenhead forwarded to 
the Council a print of a Bill which he stated was intended to give effect 
to the Report of the Departmental Committee. The Bill, after considera- 
tion by a Joint Committee of the Council and of the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies, was approved, with a provision that the Taxing Masters 
should be directed to take into consideration not only in taxing lump sum 
bills, but in taxations generally, the skill,labour, and responsibility involved. 
Lord Birkenhead was informed of this approval, but the lateness of the 
Session rendered introduction of the Bill impossible. 

On the new Government coming into office an enquiry was made of the 
Lord Chancellor (Viscount Cave) as to his lordship’s view upon the Bill. 
His permanent secretary replied that the Lord Chancellor had read the 
documents relating to lump sum bills of costs and generally speaking was 
in favour of the principle for which the Law Society contended. His 
lordship, however, regretted that having regard to the exigencies of public 
business he could not himself undertake to introduce any Bill in the present 
Session. He suggested that the Council should cause it to be introduced 
either in the Lords or the Commons by some private Peer or private Member. 
Of the details of the Bill the Lord Chancellor was inclined to think that 
the power to demand particulars of a single fee bill, and to tax it, should 
continue until the bill has been discharged and for a limited time afterwards, 
as if a bill is unreasonable it should be liable to be challenged at any time 
before it has been discharged. The Lord Chancellor’s communication 
was submitted to the Associated Provincial Law Societies and at their 
request the Joint Committee before referred to was authorised to deal with 
the whole subject. That Committee are now considering the desirability 
of urging an increase in the ad valorem scales under the Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Act, 1881, and of including in those scales some matters which are 
now remunerated by item charges. 

District Probate Registrars.—A Departmental Committee has been 
appointed to consider the functions, duties and organisation of, and terms 
of employment in, ‘District Probate Registries of the High Court, and to 
advise whether, in the interests of efficiency and economy, any alterations 
are desirable in the existing arrangements for the performance and the 
remuneration of such functions and duties. Also, whether as to all or any 
of the Registries it would be desirable either to amalgamate or associate 
the same or to attach or merge them or any of them to or in the District 
Registries of the High Court. The Departmental Committee invited the 
Council to give evidence. The question was referred to the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, and they resolved to apply for leave to offer 


evidence in support of the maintenance of District Probate Registries, but | 











that a scheme should be formulated which, by amalgamation, would lead 
to a considerabie reduction in the number of such Registries. The 
Associated Provincial Law Societies gave evidence accordingly. 

Law of Property Act, 1922.—In the last Annual Report an account was 
given of the negotiations which had taken place between the Council and 
Lord Birkenhead, and of the arrangements which had been arrived at with 
his lordship that the extension of compulsory Registration of Title should 
be postponed for a period of ten years from the date on which the Law of 
Property Bill should come into force, which date had then been fixed as 
the Ist January, 1924. At that time the Bill had passed the House of 
Lords and had been read a second time in the House of Commons. During 
the Committee stage in the House of Commons the Government were 
persuaded, in view of the great amount of consideration which the Bill 
would require, to postpone the date of its commencement until the Ist 
January, 1925. They also agreed that before any Order for extending 
compulsory Registration could come into force a resolution adopting it 
should be necessary in both Houses of Parliament. The Royal Assent 
was given to the Law of Property Act as so amended on the 29th June, 1922, 
and thereupon the Council passed a resolution offering to the Earl of 
Birkenhead their congratulations on the occasion and their thanks for the 
sympathetic manner in which he had considered and to a large extent 
adopted the many representations which the Council had ventured to 
address to his lordship during the passage of the Bill. The Council also 
passed a resolution of congratulation to Mr. (now Sir) Benjamin L, Cherry, 
and expressed to him their high sense not only of his great skill in drafting 
the Bill, but also of the tact, patience, and ability which he had manifested 
in meeting the many criticisms which had been made upon the Bill during 
its passage through both Houses. Since the Act was passed it has been 
suggested that the Council should organise lectures upon it. It was 
generally agreed, however, that in view of the Consolidating Legislation 
which the Government have stated they are about to introduce, any steps 
to assist the Profession in the direction suggested should be postponed until 
after the Consolidating Legislation has passed, 

Land Transfer Act, 1897.—After the passing of the Law of Property Act 
a letter was received from the Lord Chancellor stating that as a result of 
the Act it had become necessary to make new General Rules under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, as amended by the Law of Property Act, and for 
that purpose that the Committee under s. 22 (2) of the Act of 1897 should 
be set up. The Lord Chancellor requested the Council to appoint their 
representative on that Committee. The Council appointed Sir Walter 
Trower to represent them on the Committee, which has now been formed 
under the chairmanship of Mr. Justice Sargant. 

Abolition of Copyholds. Preservation of Manorial Records.—By the Law 
of Property Act all Copyholds will be abolished, and as a result no doubt 
many records, such as Court Rolls and admissions, will become, as time 
goes on, more or less useless for their original purpose. The Council have 
received representations from the Society of Antiquaries, and others, 
requesting support in their efforts to protect the records referred to. The 
Council sympathise entirely with the object of the Society of Antiquaries. 


| They are informed that a clause dealing with the subject, of which a draft 


has been supplied to them, will be introduced into the Consolidating 
Conveyancing Legislation. They are considering the draft, and although 
it may require some alteration in detail, they are of opinion that it should 
be approved in principle. 
(To be continued.) 
. 


Incorporated Justices’ Clerks’ Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING, 

The annual meeting of the Incorporated Justices’ Clerks’ Society was 
held at the Law Society’s Hall on Friday, the 15th inst., the President 
(Mr. J. W. Thorpe, Swansea) taking the chair. The following were among 
those present: Mr. G. T. Whiteley, Mr. F. B. Dingle, Col. J. Hall, Mr. E. J. 
Hayward, Mr. F. C. E. Jessopp, Col. F. G. Langham, Mr. 8. E. Major, 
Mr. H. J. E. Price, Mr. J. R. Roberts and Mr. E. J. Waugh (members of 
the council), Mr. Charles Barton, Mr. A. R. Boyes, Mr. H. T. Bull, Mr. G. W. 
Bolsover, Mr. T. D. Whalley, Mr. H. P. Mason, Mr. L. H. H. Walden 
Mr. J. H. N. Curtis, Mr. W. A. Brodie, Mr. J. Mawson, Mr. Hy. J. Deane 
Mr. Geo. H. Charsley, Mr. Wm. J. Shair, Mr. F. L. Steward, Mr. W. Lloyd 
John, Mr. R. W. Reay-Nadin, Mr. F. W. Hobson, and Mr. Henry Gosling 
(secretary). 

THe Report or THE CoUNCIL, 

The eighty-third report of the Council, after referring with much regret 
to the death of Mr. J. Chalmers-Hunt, of Ware, who joined the committee 
in 1901 and retired from the Council in 1921, stated that since the last 
annual meeting the Society had been again approached by the Magistrates’ 
Association, at whose invitation certain members of the council attended 
a meeting of their sub-committee on probation. Subsequently, at the 
annual meeting of the Association the following resolution was passed, viz. : 
“That the Home Secretary be requested to promote legislation for the 
appointment of probation officers by the justices of each petty sessional 
division, and for the payment of the cost of the probation system, the 
justices, under the direction of the Home Office, to make the appointments, 
determine the salaries, and control the expenditure of such officers. The 
cost of the salaries and expenses to be borne equally by the Home Office, 
and the local authority out of whose funds the salary of the clerk to the 
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justices is paid. Each local authority to have the right of appeal to the 
Home Secretary with regard to the amount of such salaries.” The Council 
had caused a letter in support of this resolution to be sent to the Secretary 
of State. The principal event of the year had been the introduction of the 
Criminal Justice Bill which had passed the House of Lords and received a 
first reading in the Commons. The Council had discussed the Bill, and a 
smal] committee appointed by them had framed numerous amendments. 

On consideration whether any steps could be taken to discourage the 
insertion in brewers’ tenancy agreements of clauses to the effect that 
licensees should receive no compensation or payment for goodwill, the 
council were of opinion that the licensing justices could not refuse to accept 
such agreements, but should consider whether a tenant who would sign 
such an agreement could be a fit and proper person to hold a licence, also 
that the agreement should be ignored in awarding compensation, having 
regard to the proviso to s. 20 (2) of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910. 

In response to an enquiry from the Law Society, the following opinion 
had been expressed by the Council: ‘* That a solicitor elected as a mayor 
of a borough and as such chairman of the district council thereupon becomes 
& magistrate for the county as well as for the borough, and, notwithstanding 
that he refrains from taking the oath, he and his partners are precluded 
from practising before the justices for the county or any borough within 
the county, unless he be relieved by the Lord Chancellor of his duties as a 
justice of the peace. That it is not desirable for the managing clerk of 
the firm in which the mayor is partner to practise though independently 
and for his sole benefit, before the court or borough justices. That there 
is nothing to prevent the son of a justice's clerk from practising before the 
bench of which his father is clerk, providing there is no business connection 
between father and son.” 

The injustice sometimes caused to persons in custody charged with homicide 
by reports of inquests had led to the passing of the following resolution, copies of 
which had been sent tothe Secretaryof State and the Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions: ‘“* That inasmuch as evidence is often given before coroner in cases of 
alleged murder or manslaughter which would be relevant to the primary 
purpose of the coroner’s enquiry—i.e., the cause of death—but would not 
be relevant or admissible in a criminal court, the coroner's enquiry should 
not, unless for special reasons rendering it necessary, be held before the 
magisterial enquiry ; and that, if the coroner's enquiry should be deemed 
necessary, its scope should be limited to ascertaining the cause of death, 
and without the power to commit an accused person for trial.” The 
resolution had been approved and welcomed by the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, and its purport might probably be pressed as an amendment 
to the Coroners’ Bill. 

A member asked advice on the refusal of a borough authority to pay his 
full salary. The Council advised that the justices’ clerk might issue a 
writ against the local authority, to which there would be no defence, and 
a Home Office letter, in reply to a communication from the society, 
stated that, if the justices were to make a representation to the Secretary 
of State in regard to the deduction, it would be given due consideration. 


Reports or Proceeprnas at INQveEsts. 


The President moved the adoption of the report, speaking in particular 
of the Criminal Justice Bill, and going through its principal clauses. A 
small committee of the Society, he said, had carefully considered the Bill 
clause by clause, as was set out in the annual report; and, that morning, 
a deputation from the Council had had an interview with the authorities 
at the Home Office, when Sir Ernley Blackwell and Sir Archibald Bodkin, 
the Director of Public Prosecutions, with other Home Office officials, were 
present. The various clauses of the Bill were then discussed at a sort 
of round table conference. The deputation were exceedingly well received. 
With regard to the paragraph of the annual report dealing with reports 
of proceedings at coroners: inquests, he thought he could best sum up 
the position by quoting the words used by Colonel Hall in proposing the 
resolution, namely, that a person was often convicted by the newspaper 
report of the inquest before he came to trial. A letter had been received 
from Sir Archibald Bodkin acknowledging the receipt of the resolution, 
and stating that the subject was one which he had frequently had to con- 
sider in connection with his duties, and that he was glad to notice that 
the views of the Society had been expressed with regard to it—they were 
in complete harmony of principle with his own. The difficulties, the letter 
continued, that were met with in murder cases when an accused person 
was in custody on such a charge and was under remand before justices, 
and which were caused by a contemporaneous enquiry in coroners’ courts, 
were considerable. He had known instances in which evidence, perfectly 
proper to be elicited before a coroners’ jury, had been so elicited and pub- 
lished broadcast in the newspapers where the case was of the “sensational ” 
kind, but perhaps the next day the accused came before the justices 
and the same evidence was either excluded or not attempted to be given. 
The unfairness to an accused person might be quite serious, as in such 
cases it was quite conceivable that jurors at the court of trial might have 
read and recollected the reports of the inquest proceedings and conceivably 
have wondered why such a fact had not been proved at the trial. Where 
an accused person was not in custody—and therefore the above difficulties 
did not arise—the coroner's enquiry, on the other hand, might be and 
frequently was of the greatest assistance to justice. He would perhaps 


be disposed even to go further than the resolution, and to contend that, 
where a person was in custody on a murder or manslaughter charge and 
the legal admissible evidence was given before the justices and the accused 
was committed for trial, no coroner's enquiry should be held into the cireum- 
stances of the death, but that the cause of death should be certified to the 





coroner and to the registrar of deaths by the proper officer of the court 
of trial; and, similarly, if the justices did not commit for trial, the facts 
before them would enable the clerk to forward a like certificate. If justices 
discharged an accused person in respect of whom an inquisition for murder 
or manslaughter had been found and forwarded to the court of trial, the 
practice was almost invariably to offer no evidence on such inquisition ; 
but there might be casesin which it was desirable that the inquisition should 
be tried, and therefore, he was not altogether disposed to agree with the 
last paragraph of the resolution. He would forward a copy of the resolution 
to the Home Office. 

Mr. S. E. Mason (Barrow-in-Furness) asked whether any action would 
be taken as a result of the correspondence ? 

The Secretary said that the Public Prosecutor had requested that the 
matter should be left to him, and had stated that he would insert a clause 
dealing with it in the Coroners Bill. 

The report was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. G. T. Wartrecey (Southwark) was elected president and Colonel 
J. Hall (Bury, Lancs.) vice-president. The Council was re-elected as follows : 
Mr. F. B. Dingle (Sheffield), Mr. E. J. Hayward (Cardiff), Mr. F. C. E. 
Jessopp (Edmonton P.S.D. Middlesex and Waltham Abbey), Colonel 
F. G. Langham, C.M.G. (Hastings), Mr. 8. E. Major (Barrow-in- Furness), 
Mr. H. J. E. Price (Haverfordwest), Mr. J. R. Roberts (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 
Mr. J. W. Thorpe (Swansea) and Mr. E. J. Waugh (Haywards Heath). 
It was referred to the Council to fill the vacancy caused by the retirement 
of Mr. J. W. Greene (Bury St. Edmunds) who had been unable to attend 
the meetings of the Council. Mr. R. W. Ellet (Cirencester) and Mr. W., 
Archibald Boyes (Barnet) were re-elected auditors, and Mr. Henry Rosling 
(Reigate) was re-elected secretary. 

The annual dinner of the Society was held at Oddenino’s Restaurant, 
Regent Street, in the evening. 








Rent Restrictions (Notices of 


Increase) Act, 1923. 


CHAPTER 13. 


An Act to amend the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920, with respect to the effect of notices to increase rent given 
thereunder ; and for purposes consequential thereon. [7th June, 1923. 


Be it enacted, ete. :— 

1. Effect of notices to increase rent under principal Act.—(1) Where 
notice of intention to increase rent has, whether before or after the passing 
of this Act, been served on a tenant in conformity with subsection (2) of 
section three of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920 [10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 17] (hereinafter referred to as the principal 
Act), and a notice to terminate the tenancy was necessary in order to make 
such increase effective, the notice of intention to increase the rent shall 
have effect and shall be deemed always to have had effect as if it were or 
had been also a notice to terminate the existing tenancy on the day 
immediately preceding the day as from which the increase is or was first 
to take effect, or on the earliest day thereafter on which if it had been a 
notice to terminate the tenancy, it would have been effective for that 
purpose, and in the latter case a notice of increase served before the passing 
of this Act shall be deemed to have had effect as if such earliest date had 
been specified in the notice as the date as from which the increase was to 
take effect : 

Provided that— 

(a) nothing in this Act shall entitle a landlord after the passing of this 
Act to recover from a tenant, in respect of any period before the first day 
of December, nineteen hundred and twenty-two, the increase of rent 
made valid by this Act, or any sums which have been recovered from the 
landlord before that date by means of deductions from rent or otherwise, 
or any rent due before that date which has not been paid by reason 
of such deductions having been made therefrom ; but section fourteen, 
subsection (1), of the principal Act shall not apply to an increase of rent 
made valid by this Act which was paid by, or recovered from, a tenant 
prior to the first day of December, nineteen hundred and twenty-two ; 

(6) nothing in this Act shall affect the right to enforce any judgment 
of a court of competent jurisdiction given before the fifteenth day of 
February, nineteen hundred and twenty-three, or render recoverable 
any sum paid under such a judgment. 

(2) Any increase of rent made valid by this Act is hereinafter referred 
to as a validated increase of rent. 

2. Payment of arrears by instalments.—(1) The amount due under this 
Act on account of any arrears of rent, that is to say— 

(a) any validated increase of rent in respect of the period from the 
first day of December, nineteen hundred and twenty-two, to the date of 
the passing of this Act, both inclusive ; and 

(b) any sum which during the said period has been recovered by the 
tenant from the landlord by deductions from rent or otherwise, and which 
would not have been so recoverable had this Act been then in force ; 

shall be payable by instalments with and as part of the periodical payments 
of rent, each instalment being fifteen per cent. of the standard rent for the 
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week, month, or other period for which the rent is payable, fractions of a 
penny being »Pracboenre and such instalments shall continue payable until 
the whole of the amount of such arrears is paid off : 

Provided that— 

(i) the tenant may at any time pay to the landlord the full amount 
of such arrears subject to the deduction of the aggregate amount of the 
instalments (if any) already paid; and 

(ii) if a tenant by whom any such instalments are payable gives up 
possession of the premises either voluntarily or on any order or judgment 
of a court, the balance of the sum payable by instalments shall immediately 
become due and recoverable. 

(2) A landlord claiming that a sum on account of arrears of rent is due 
to him under this Act shall serve on the tenant a notice to that effect, and 
the notice shall specify the amount so claimed and the amount of the instal- 
ments claimed to be payable, and the first instalment shall not be payable 
until after the expiration of one clear week from the date of the notice. 
If such notice contains any statement or representation which is false or 
misleading in any material respect, the landlord shall be liable on summary 
conviction to a fine not exceeding ten pounds unless he proves that the 
statement was made innocently and without intent to deceive. 

(3) The notice shall be in the form contained in the Schedule to this Act, 
or in a form substantially to the same effect, and the landlord shall furnish 
the tenant with details in writing showing how the amount claimed is arrived 
at, and how the amount of the instalments has been calculated. 

(4) Any question as to the amount of arrears due from a tenant, or the 
amount of any instalment, shall be determined on the application either of 
the landlord or the tenant by the county court, and the decision of the court 
shall be final and conclusive, 

3. Power to suspend liability if premises unfit for human habitation or 
in state of disrepair.}—(i) A tenant, who becomes by virtue of this Act 
liable to pay any sum by way of rent or on account of arrears, or the 
sanitary authority, may apply to the county court for an order suspending 
such liability on the ground that the house is not in all respects reasonably 
fit for human habitation or that it is otherwise not in a reasonable state of 
epair, and section two of the principal Act shall apply as if the application 
had been made under subsection (2) of that section. 

(2) Where the liability in respect of the payment of instalments is so 
suspended, the instalments which would have become payable during the 
period of suspension, shall, for the purpose of calculating the aggregate 
amount of instalments paid, be deemed to have been paid. 

(3) Where a tenant has obtained from the sanitary authority a certificate 
that the house is not in a reasonable state of repair, and has served a copy 
of the certificate upon the landlord, it shall be a good defence to any claim 
against the tenant for the payment of any sum which the tenant is by virtue 
at this Act liable to pay by way of rent or on account of arrears in respect 
of any subsequent rental period that the house was not in a reasonable state 
of repair during that period, and in any proceedings against the tenant for 
the enforcement of such claim (including proceedings for recovery of posses- 
sion or ejectment on the ground of non-payment of rent so far as the rent 
unpaid includes anysuch sum), the production of the said certificate shall be 
sutlicient evidence that the house was and continues to be in the condition 
therein mentioned unless the contrary is proved ;: 

Provided that the foregoing provision shall not apply in any case where 
and so far as the condition of the house is due to the tenant’s neglect or 
default or breach of express agreement. 

(4) For the purposes of this Act, a certificate of a sanitary authority 
shall specify what works (if any) require to be executed in order to put the 
house into a reasonable state of repair. 

(5) An instrument purporting to be a certificate of a sanitary authority 
and to be signed by an officer of the authority shall, without further proof, 
be taken to be a certificate of the authority unless the contrary is proved. 

(6) A sanitary authority may appoint a committee for the purposes of this 
Act and may delegate, with or without restrictions, to such committee or 
to an existing committee of the authority all or any of the powers of the 
authority under this Act. 

4. Short title and construction.}—This Act may be cited as the Rent 
Restrictions (Notices of Increase) Act, 1923, and shall be construed as one 
with the principal Act, except that this Act shall not extend to Ireland, 


SCHEDULE. 
[Section 2.] 
Form or Notice By LANDLORD. 
Rent Restrictions (Notices or Increase) Act, 1923. 
Date 
To 

Address of premises to which ) 
this notice refers —- -) 

Take Norice that I claim that the sum of is due to 
me from you as tenant of the above premises on account of arrears of rent 
under the above-mentioned Act. 

‘The amount due on account of such arrears is payable by instalments 
with, and as part of, your weekly {monthly, or other periodical] rent until 
the amount of such arrears is paid off. The first instalment will be payable 
on the day of a! 





* The date to be inserted will bo the first rent day after the expirati clea 
Week from the date of the notice, y exp on of one r 


The amount of the instalments claimed by me is 
a week [month, or other period, as the case may be}. 

If you wish to dispute the amount of the sum claimed or of the instalments, 
you are entitled to apply to the county court of ° 

You are entitled to apply to the county court for an order suspending 
any sum due from you by way of rent, or on account of arrears, under 
the above-mentioned Act, if you consider that the premises are not in 
all respects reasonably fit for human habitation or otherwise not in a 
reasonable state of repair. You will be required to satisfy the county 
court, by a report of the sanitary authority or otherwise, that your applica- 
tion is well founded, and for this purpose you are entitled to apply to 
the sanitary authority for a certificate. A fee of one shilling is chargeable, 
but, if the certificate is granted, you can deduct this sum from the sum 
due from you as aforesaid. The address of the sanitary authority is 


If at any time you give up possession of the above premises, either 
voluntarily or on an order or judgment of the court, the balance of the 
sum payable by instalments will immediately become due. 

A statement is sent herewith showing how the amount of the above 
claim is arrived at, and how the amount of the instalments has been 
calculated. 

Signed 
Address 








Middle Temple Hall. 


Great anxiety, it is stated, is felt by the Benchers of the Middle Temple 
with regard to the hall of the Inn. It may be remembered that last year 
attention was called to the hammer-beam roof of the hall, which was found 
to be suffering from the ravages of the Death Beetle in the same way as 
Westminster Hall. Advantage was taken of the Long Vacation to attend 
to the beams, with, it was thought, satisfactory results. Recently, however, 
the Benchers have received a report from a competent authority on the 
state of the roof and of the building generally, which has given rise to the 
greatest anxiety. Not only is there still an alarming amount of damage 
in the roof timbers, but there is besides a sinking of one of the outer walls, 

Trinity Dining Term ended this week, and as the next dining term does 
not begin until November, the Society has over four months in which 
to overhaul the hall and its roof before it is again required. It is feared, 
however, that not even this interval will suffice to restore the building 
to a condition of perfect soundness, and it may be necessary to close the 


hall for a much longer period. 


W. WHITELEY, Lp. 


Auctioneers, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W.2. 








VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, INSURANCE, ETC, 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
View on Wednesday, in 


London’s Largest Saleroom. 





*Pyons No.: PARK ONE (40 Lings). TsLecRams: “ WHITELEY, LONDON. 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 
No. 19, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock ... oe os 
Debenture Stock one a £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 


£400,000 








The Permanent Court of 
International Justice. 


The second ordinary session of the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, which sat in public on Monday, the 18th inst., at The Hague, 
has, says 7'he Times, before it one case and two requests for advisory 
opinions. 

The case, which was brought by the principal Allied Powers against 
the German Government and concerns the interpretation of certain articles 
of the Treaty of Versailles, is the first instance in which a sovereign state 
has been summoned before a Court by other sovereign States. This 
was made possible by Article 386 of the Treaty of Versailles, which lays 
it down that, in case of disputes over the interpretation of any article in 
the section relating to free transit through the Kiel Canal, any interested 
Power can appeal to the jurisdiction instituted for the purpose by the 
League of Nations; this jurisdiction has since been defined as that of 
the Permanent Court. In accordance with the procedure of the Court, 
the German Government has appointed to the Bench for the purposes 
of the dispute, a judge of its own nationality, Professor Walter Schiicking. 

The dispute arose out of the fact that in March, 1921, the British steamer 
** Wimbledon.’ chartered by a French company and loaded with a cargo 
of munitions for Poland by way of Danzig, was refused the right of passage 
through the Canal on the ground that German regulations with regard 
to neutrality forbade the passage through German territory of war material 
for either Russia or Poland so long as these countries were at war. 

The case of the Allied Powers is that the Treaty of Versailles stipulates 
that the Kiel Canal shall be maintained free and open to the vessels of 
commerce and of war of all nations at peace with Germany on termsof 
entire equality. The Polish Government has filed a request for permission 
to intervene in the case. 

At the request of the Finnish Government the Court has been asked to 
give an advisory opinion on the legal aspects of the Finnish claim that 
under the Treaty of Dorpat the Russian Government is bound to grant 
a certain measure of autonomy to Karelia. The Russian view is that 
in the Treaty Soviet Russia merely referred to the already existing 
autonomy of that territory, and did not undertake any international 
obligations on this head. 

Tchitcherin, the Soviet Commissar for Foreign Affairs, having been 
informed by the Court of the Finnish request, has replied that the Russian 
Government finds it impossible to take any part in the procedure ‘‘ devoid 
of legal value both in form and substance, to which the Court proposes 
to submit the Karelian question.’’ The Russian Government, he adds, 
considers this matter a question of internal jurisdiction only for Russia, 
and has oe rejected any idea of appeal to or intervention by the 

‘so-called’ League of Nations’’ in this question. 








The Retirement of Mr.G. W. Powell 


Speaking in the Court of Common Council on Thursday last, Mr. F. A. 
Wood, Chairman of the Law and City Courts Committee, referred to the 
impending retirement of Mr. G. W. Powell, the Acting Registrar of the 
Lord Mayor’s Court, who had faithfully and loyally served the C orporation 
for just upon fifty-five years. Mr. Wood stated that Mr. Powell entered 
the service of the Corporation as Junior Clerk at the Mayor’s Court in 1868, 
when the Hon. Russel! Gurney was Recorder, and Mr. W ‘oodthorpe Brandon 
was Registrar. On the retirement of Mr. White in 1904, Mr. Powell 
became Chief Clerk, and on the death of Mr. Harrison, the Registrar of 
the Court, in April, 1920, Mr. Powell was appointed to succeed him. 
During the long period of fifty-five years that he had been in the service 
of the Corporation, Mr. Powell had only once been away from business on 
account of illness and that was for ten days twenty- eight years ago and 
due to influenza. 

Mr. A. C. Stanley Stone and Mr. E. J. Trustram, speaking as solicitors 
who for many years had had business in the Mayor’s Court, both desired 
to associate themselves with the remarks of the Chairman. 





Mr. A. F. Topham, K.C., who is at present attached to Mr. Justice P. O. 
Lawrence’s Court, intends ‘to practise before Mr. Justice Astbury from the 
beginning of the Michaelzras sittings, 
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Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 














Bank Rate 3%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 28th June. 
MIDDLE NTEREST 
20th June. 7 
English Government Securities. |£ s. d. 
Consols 24% oe oe ee 584 |4 5 0 
War Loan 5% 1929- 47 oe on ee | 1014, | 419 0 
War Loan 44% 1925-45... -- | 982 | 411 6 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929- 42. -- | 100% 319 0 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 .. -- | 96% | 312 6 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 +e | 925 4 6 0 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for | 
Estate Duty) a | 93; |4 5 6 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after cot Be 182 ¥ 8 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after we «i = (8 8 @ 
India 54% 15th January 1932 _ “a | 102%xd.;5 7 0 
India 44% 1950-55 .. es oe -- | 91% | 418 6 
India 34% .. “a ae e* -» | 71 418 6 
India 3% oe ae we - of Ge. | eR ¢€ 
Colonial Securities. 
British E. rg 6% 1946-56 ee oe 115 5 4 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 4 os 101 49 0 
New South Wales’ 5%, 1932-42 .. -- | 1023 | 417 6 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45. -- | 95xd.; 415 0 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. : .- | 98 412 0 
S. Australia 3% 1926-36 .. we ae 86xd.. 4 1 6 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 ee ee ee 1013 418 0 
New Zealand 4% 1929 oe es ee 954 4 4 0 
Canada 3% 1938 ee oe oe 82 313 6 
Cape of Good Hope 3} 4 1929-49 .. oe 8l3ixd.| 4 5 6 
Corporation Stocks. | 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at | 
option of Corpn. .. o- ne oo | | 6G@8 4 8 0 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at | 
option of Corpn. . | 68 4 8 0 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 
of Corpn. .. se ee we 67ixd./ 4 9 0 
Bristol 34% 1925- 65 ee ar oo | Ww 49 0 
Cardiff 34% 1935 .. ee ee ee 88xd. 319 6 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 ‘ | 4 3 8 0 
ey 34% on or after 1942 at option 
orpn. oe ee 79xd..4 8 6 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 ‘ «| 4 8 0 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable oo oe 75xd.. 413 0 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable se ee 68} 4 8 0 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 ee ee eo | 70 4 4 6 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 1927-47 we -o | 47 6 
English Railway Prior Charges. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. os 893 |4 9 6 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charges «s 110 411 6 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. -- | 106 414 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture -| 8823 | 410 O 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. | 87 |412 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% lst Preference | 84 415.0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture -- | 803 |4 9 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. | 87 412 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference a 84 415 0 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture -- | 87xd.| 412 0 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed ae 108 412 0 
Southern Railway 5% Preference oe 105 415 6 








Magna Carta Day. 


A “ Magna Carta Day,”’ says The Times, was' inaugurated on historic 
Runnymede, near Windsor, on the 14th inst. (the eve of the anniversary 
of the sealing of the Charter), by a religious service, in which members of 
various local public bodies, and a large number of the general public took 
part. The massed choirs of the Established and Free churches in the 
district marched in procession from Egham Parish Church. Lord 
Lincolnshire was among those present. 

The Dean of Windsor (Dr. A. Baillie), in an address, said that though 
the Great Charter belonged to the age of feudalism, we were right in lool ing 
to it as having been in a remarkable degree the foundation-stone in the 
development of our national liberties. 
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Lord Lincolnshire said that men of all shades of religious and political 
opinion had met togethe that evening, first to thank God, and also to 
express a resolution they had made for ever to keep that sacred spot the 
property of the Crown, that was the property of the nation itsclf. We 
were determined to keep intact those principles of liberty, which were the 
keynote of our great Empire. 








Legal Advisers to the Army. 


it ig announced that a military department of the Judge Advocate 
General's office will be inaugurated as from Ist July, with an establishment 
of one colonel, one lieutenant-colonel, two majors, and two captains. 
The main duties of this department will be (1) to advise convening ollicers 
upon difficult questions arising in connection with proposed proceedings 
of courts-martial ; (2) to provide, if necessary, a prosecutor at trials in 
intricate cases, or where the accused is represented by civilian counsel, 
and in cases where the accused is not so represented to advise as to the 
necessary steps to safeguard his interests; (3) to advise general oilicers 
upon legal questions arising in connection with the exercise of summary 
jurisdiction under the Army Act; (4) to advise general officers and colonels 
commandant upon legal questions arising in connection with important 
courts of inquiry, particularly those involving the investigation of public 
and regimental accounts; (5) to advise general officers and colonels com- 
mandant in connection with claims by members of the outside public 
against the military authorities, and to assist general officers immediately 
after an occurrence, which may give rise to a heavy claim for compensation, 
by dispatching an officer to take preliminary steps on the spot ; and (6) to 
conduct periodical courses of instruction in the administration of military 
law. For the present this arrangement will apply to Great Britain, 
the Channel Islands, and Northern Ireland district only. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following were called to the Bar on the 13th inst. :— 

LincoLn’s Inn.—A. I’, Denning, B.A. (Oxon), Certificate of Honour and 
Studentship, Bar Vinal, Trinity, 1923; J. G. Madden, B.A. (Oxon and 
Missouri), Uertificate of Honour, Bar Final, Easter, 1923; N. P. Bowen, 
London University; G. Cammiade, B.A., LL.B. (Cantab); C. M. White, 
Corpus Cnristi, Oxford, B.A.; C. R. D. Richmount, St. John’s College, 
Oxtord; J. W. Cook, B.A., LL.B. (Cantab); J. Bartley, M.A. (Dublin) ; 
P. Marsden, B.A. (Oxon); A. B. Butterworth, Peterhouse, Cambridge ; 
T’. Sheard, B.A. (Oxon); B. J. Colin; A. S. Davies; Cornelia Sorabji, 
B.C.L., Somerville College, Oxford; H. R. Poole, B.A. (Dublin), a member 
of the Lrish Bar. 

Mipp.e Tempie.—N. G. Loughnane, LL.B. (London); G. M. Cunning- 
ham, B.A. (Cantab); N. J. Brooke, M.A. (Cantab); G. I. Bullock; H. 2. 
Hayes; H. Drake, L.D.S., R.C.P.; R. A. De Mel; A. H. G. Burton, 
M.Wv., B.S. (London), D.P.H. (Cantab); H. L. Davies; J. de F. Thompson, 
B.A. (Oxon); R. E. Vignale; Z. G. Rossides ; U. A. Marais, B.A. (Cantab); 
A. C. Linecar; E. Sanderson; B. G. Lampard-Vachell, M.A. (Cantab), 
A.F.R.Ae.S., A.M.LA.E.; R. F. Armitage; C. P. Best, B.A., LL.B. 
(Honours—Cantab); W. £. Howard-Flanders, B.A. (Oxon); T. A. Lane ; 
G. Maddocks; Alice Horsman, M.A. (Oxon); E. P. Bennett, Captain, 
V.C., M.C.; B. A.Bicknell; H. M. W. Williams; R.S. Bacon; D. L. Jenkins; 
S. D. Cole; J. Macfie, LL.B. (Manchester). 

Innex T'empLe.—W. A. Macfarlane (Certificate of Honour, Hilary Term, 
1923), B.A., LL.B. (Cambridge) ; D. Dewar, B.A. (Cambridge) ; J. G. Hall, 
M.A., LL.B. (Cambridge); G. L. Haggen, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxford); E. 
Dupree, B.A. (Cambridge); F. 8. Cameron-Head, B.A. (Oxford); J. C. . 4 
Rains, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxford); E. C. E. de Soysa, B.A. (Cambridge); G. M. 
Welsford, LL.B. (Cambridge) ; J. M. Symmons, B.A. (Oxford); U. Peake, 
B.A. (Oxford) ; J. McNeill, B.A. (Oxford) ; C. Ellis, M.A. (Wales); K. E. B. 
Kemp, B.A. (Oxford); R. White (London); R. Flack, LL.B. (London) ; 
E. Graham, M.A. (Oxford) ; H. L. Holman, B.A. (Cambridge) ; S. P. Chit ; 
W. N. Thomas (London); A. H. 8. Vivian, B.A. (Oxford); 8S. N. Misra 
(London); V. R. Price, B.A. (Oxford); B. H. Bevan-Petman (Oxford) ; 
H. E. L. Hosten; A. O. Delo-Dosumu, B.A. (London); T. Addis, B.A. 
(Oxford) ; T. F. B. Beck. 

Gray’s Inn.—C. Greer, Undergraduate Sheffield University, F.R.C.S., 
M.R.C.P. (Ireland); O. E. E. Wood, B.A., LL.B., and sometime Scholar, 
Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge, Arden Prizeman, Gray’s Inn, 1921 ; 
D. G. Osborne-Jones, M.A., Wadham College, Oxford; T. Knott; R. C. 
Thomson; G. 8. W. Marlow, B.Sc., London; E. 8. Davies, Undergraduate, 
London University; M. Share, B.A., Merton College, Oxford; W. P. D. 
Parsons ; Edith Hesling, LL.B., Victoria University, Manchester, Dauntesey 
Legal Scholar, Manchester University, 192] ; F. P. Bishop, LL.B., London ; 
R. E. Tarrant, B.A., Corpus Christi College, Oxford, Bacon Scholar, Gray’s 
Inn, 1922; B. V. Shaw; W. I. Fielding; C. St. L. Duff; A. C. Marshall, 
M.A., Edinburgh University, LL.B., Sheffield University; C. W. Measor ; 
B. C. Smith; P. C. Lamb; J. Geoghegan, a member of the Irish Bar ; 
H. 8. J. Hughes, a member of the Irish Bar; W. B. Butler, a member of the 
Irish Bar; W. Carrigan, one of His Majesty’s Counsel in Ireland; F. 
Byrne. 

The above list does not contain the names of barristers who, apparently, 
will not practise in this country. 
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Obituary. 


Mr. Charles L. Samson. 


We regret to record the death of Mr. Charles L. Samson, a former 
President of the Law Society, on the 8th inst. The following account 
of him is taken from the Manchester City News of the 16th inst. :— 

The early days of the Ship Canal scheme are recalled by the death, on the 
8th inst., at Ashley-gardens, London, 8.W., of Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, 
senior partner in the firm of Messrs. Grundy, Kershaw, Samson & Co., 
Solicitors, of London and Manchester. The firm have been the solicitors 
to the Ship Canal Company from its inception, and though Mr. Samson was 
not directly engaged in the actual legal work relating to the company, he 
was one of those, who, interested in the scheme, attended the historic meeting 
held on 27th June, 1882, at the Towers, Didsbury, called by Mr. Daniel 
Adamson, at which the scheme was set forth. Mr. Samson also spoke at 
public meetings held to further the scheme. Born in Manchester in 1863, 
and educated privately, Mr. Samson subsequently became articled to the 
late Mr. Thomas Grundy, who was the founder of the firm of Grundy, 
Kershaw & Co. He was admitted a solicitor in 1874, and was the first 
Stephen Heelis gold medallist. He was also an Incorporated Law Society 
prizeman, and the author of a well-known book on bankruptcy. Mr. 
Samson became senior partner in the firm of Grundy, Kershaw & Co. 
in 1912. He was President of the Manchester Law Society in 1899, and 
subsequently was honoured by being chosen President of the Incorporated 
Law Society in London, Mr. Samson was associated with perhaps all 
the large combines and companies formed in Manchester, such as the Calico 
Printers’ Association, and acted as solicitor for the commission appointed 
by the brewers to investigate beer poisoning. This was under the chairman- 
ship of Mr. (afterwards Lord) Fletcher Moulton, and the inquiry lasted 
about four years. Mr. Samson was also solicitor and in some instances 
a director of many other companies, and was generally accounted a clever 
financial lawyer. 

He married in 1881 a daughtér of the late Mr. William Rumney, of 
Stubbins House, Lancashire, and they had four sons. Of these one is 
Commander C. R. Samson, who is so well known for his aerial services. 
It was Commander Samson who carried out the first seaplane experiments 
and the first cross-country night flights, and made the first ascent from 
the deck of a warship while it was steaming. His war services were 
distinguished. It is rather tragic to relate tltat another son, the eldest, 
William, who served in the war, and was a barrister, died on the 12th, on 
which day his father was buried at Putney. Captain Samson was in his 
forty-second year, was called to the Bar in 1907, a member of the Northern 
Circuit, and also practised at the Manchester City and Salford Sessions. 
Mrs, Samson pre-deceased her husband. Though Mr. Charles Samson 
did not take a very active part in politics, he contested in 1900, as a 
Unionist, the Northwich Division of Cheshire. Personally, though his 
manner seemed brusque, he was a most kind-hearted gentleman, and had a 
great capacity for long friendships. 








Legal News. 
Death. 


Rogers, Reginald Nankivell, a member of the firm of Reginald 
Rogers & Son, of Falmouth, died on the 9th June, aged 69. He was 
admitted in 1876 and was Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes. 





Business Change. 

The practices hitherto carried on by Wittiams & Jamus (at Norfolk 
House, Embankment, London) and by Avams & Apams (at 20, Essex 
Street, Strand, London) respectively, have been amalgamated as from 
the 5th April, 1923, and willin future be carried on by the existing partners 
of both firms at Norfolk House, Embankment, under the firm name of 
“ Williams & James.”’ 
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Five of his Majesty’s Judges were the guests of the Union Society of 
London at its annual dinner, which was held on the 15th inst, at the 
Connaught Rooms under the presidency of Mr. C. 
Justice Eve, responding to the toast of “‘ The Bench’’ said that happily 
there was in this country a continuity in the service of justice which began 
with the call to the Bar, and secured for that service the increasing knowledge, 
the widening experience, and the steadying wisdom of succeeding years. 
There was no judge on the Bench who did not value that continuity in 


the interests of the administration of justice. 


proposing the toast of ‘“‘ The Bar,’’ said that in his view the standard of 
ability at the Bar was never greater or the standard of honour higher 
: The Solicitor-General (Sir Thomas Inskip, K.C.) replied. 
‘*His Majesty’s Parliament,” 

Mr. Justice Roche responded 
for the guests to the toast in their honour, and Mr. Justice Swift proposed 


than to-day. 
Mr. Justice Salter proposed the toast of 
and Mr. W. Greaves-Lord, K.C., M.P., replied. 


that of the Union Society. 


R. Hurle Hobbs. Mr. 


Date. 


Mr. Justice McCardie, 


Monday June 


Wednesday 
Thursday 


Saturday 


Date 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. 


to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. 
works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality. [ADvrT.] 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANO®BRY. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, June 15. 


Harry Levene Lrp. July 23. Ronald EK. Macfadyen, 
A.C.A., 20, Collingwood-st., Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Tue INVINCIBLE Motor Poticies Lrp. June 27. 

D. Buckle, 25, Cheapside, Bradford. 

London Gazette,—-TURSDAY, June 19. 

Tongvay & Soura Devon Coat Co. Lrp. July 21 

H. Briggs, Kenwyn Lodge, Torquay. 
BrRinksway Picrortum Lrp, July 31. 

569, Wellington-road South, Stockport. 
Cuvron, Asupy & Co. Ltp, July 19. W. Silvester and 

Charles Turner, c/o J. W. Best & Co., St. Peter's Close, 

Sheffield. 

Doris MANUFACTURING Co. Ltp, July 10. William Hare, 
Central-bldgs., Richmond-terracc, Blackburn. 
West WaLes Manure Co. Lrp. July 3l. 1. 

Thomas, 33, Quay-st., Carmarthen 


Charles 


Frank 


John Rimington 


De Sert Lrp. July 20. George Lord, 62, New Broad-st., | 
“4 


g.U.2. 
RAMSDEN’S (LezvS) Lrp. June 26. Albert E. Firth, 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


Fripay, June 15. 


Calto Company Ltd. 

The Strand and Aldwych 
Investment Trust Ltd 

W. Blackburn (Kew) Ltd 

Chesshire & Corders Ltd. 

Boxes Ltd. 

The Invincible Motor Policies 
Ltd. 


London Gazette. 


Pankhurst, Wright & Co 
Aa. 

The Premier Building 
(Birkenhead) Ltd. 

Hotel Sefton Ltd. 

Corney Hurn & Co. Ltd 

Clarendon Residential 
Social Club Co. Ltd 

Anglo- Russian Oilficlds 
Syndicate Ltd. 

Sloane & Son (Shipping 
Contractors) Ltd. 

Jubb’s Ltd. 

Hayman & York Ltd 


Co. 


and 


Cyclops Stamping Co. Ltd. 

rhe Rhos Colliery Co. Ltd 

Curtis Surgical Appliances 
Ltd 


Puncture Proofed Tubes Ltd 

Kast Anglian Wholesale Toy 

The Albert Boot Co. Ltd & Confectionery Co. Ltd 

The Ace Electric Theatre Co. Scandinavian Investment Co 
Ltd. Ltd 

General Publicity Agency Ltd. Bexhill-on-Sea Glass Insur- 

The City Castings Co. Ltd. ance Co. L 

The Victoria Club (Grimsby) The Heanor Observer Pub- 
Ltd. lishing Co. Ltd. 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—FRripay, June 15. 


Asuwitn, ALBERT J., Billiter-st., E.C., Shipowner, 
Court. Pet. April 10. Ord. June L1. 
ATKIN, HARRY, Sheffield, General Dealer. 
June 12, Ord. June 12. 

BEAL, Gores F., Hythe, Kent. Canterbury. 
Ord. June 12, 

BENJAMIN, JouN, Islington, 
Pet. May 23. Ord. June 11. 

BELLAMY, WILLIAM, Retford, 
June ll, Ord. June 11 

Bevan, Arravur J., Pantyifynon, Collier. 
Pet, June 12, Ord. June 12. 

Bioor, DANIEL, Marston, Cheshire, Farmer. 
Pet. June 12. Ord. June 12. 

BOsTANDLI, St., Manchester. 
Ord. June 11. 

Brewsrek, Henry C., Norwich, Motor Agent. 
Pet, May 31. Ord, June 11. 


High 
Sheffield, Pet. 
Pet. June 12. 
Boot Dealer. High Court. 


Painter. Lincoln. Pet. 
Carmarthen 

Nantwich. 
Manchester. Pet. March 19. 


Norwich, 


It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
Property is generally very inadequate! 
DEBENHAM STORR & 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 


Ungoed- | 
| 


| FRANCIS, LEONARD, Castleford, Electrical Engineer. 


| GILBERT, WILLIAM J., Luton, Brush Maker. 


| HARRISON, 


| HOBERN, 


| L#asK, J. 


| MARRIOTT, 


NELLIst, JOHN, South Shields, Nautical Instructor. 


| SAYWELL, ALBERT E., Sheffield, Confectioner. 


| SOUTHWARD, 


Monday 5 Mr. 
Tuesday ...... 26 
Wednes 
Thursday...... 2 
Friday 

Saturday 


June 


SON 





Burin, Apoten L., Finsbury Park, Consulting Chemist. 


High Court. Pet. May 15. Ord. June 11. 

BUTCHER, THOMAS, Cudworth, near Barnsley, 
Barnsley. Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 

CaLpicort, Ernest J., Peckham. HighCourt. Pet. April 16. 
Ord. June 12. 

CALVERT, ELiZipetn M., CALVERT, ELEANOR S., Putney, 
Booksellers. Wandsworth, Pet. June 11. Ord. June LL. 

CoLLier, SAMUEL W., Swindon, Watchmaker. Swindon. 
Pet. June 12. Ord. June 12 

Cames, Greorant, Chester, Cycle Dealer. 
June 12. Ord. June 12 

Crort, Freperick W., Windermere, 
Pet. June 12. Ord. June 12. 

Croven, WILLIAM H., Brighton, Jeweller. 
June 13. Ord, June 13. 

Cunpy, Henry I., Paddington, W. 
April27. Ord. June 11. 

Davies, FRaNcIS G., Hales, Norfolk, Coal Merchant. 
Yarmouth, Pet. June 12. Ord. June 12. 

De Lom, CHARLES, Croydon, Commercial Agent. 
Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 

DIMBERLINE, ARTHUR P., Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Driver. Kingston-upon-Hull, Pet. June 11. 
June 11. 

EVANS, JAMES, Llianelly, Colliery Proprietor. 
Pet. June 13. Ord. June 13. 

FLEMING, JAMES, Oldham, Butcher. Oldham. Pet. June 11. 
Ord. June 11. 

Foster, Harry, and Lorrimer, LAZENBY, Halifax, Charcoal 
Merchants and Drysalters. Halifax. Pet. June 12. Ord. 
June 12. 


Coal Miner. 


Chester. Pet. 


Painter. Kendal. 


Brighton. Pet. 


High Court. Pet, 


Great 
Croydon. 


Engine 
Ord, 


Carmarthen, 


Wake- 


field. Pet. June 12, Ord. June 12. 


Luton. Pet. 
June 13. Ord. June 13. 

Gurrripen, ARTHUR, Finchley, Marble 
Court. Pet. Junell. Ord. June 11. 
HAMMOND, THOMAS H., Hampstead, Solicitor’s Clerk. 
Court. Pet. April 10, Ord. June 13. 
HARPER, JAMES T., Wolverhampton, 

Wolverhampton. Pet. June 11. Ord. 
HARRISON, ALFRED 8. C., Totnes. Plymouth, 

Ord. June 12. P 
ELISHA, Barnoldswick, Loom 
Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 


Merchant. High 


High 


Furniture Dealer. 
June Il. 


Pet. May 28. 


Overlooker. 
Bradford. 


| Harvey, Raymond K., South Molton, Devon, Game and 


Rabbit Dealer. Barnstaple. Pet. June 13. 
HARVEY, STEPHEN J., Ludgvan, Cornwall, 

Truro. Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 
HICKMAN, ALBERT, Madeley, Salop, Printer. 

Pet. June 11, Ord. June 11, 
WirtaM R., and 

Chelmsford, Builders. Chelmsford. 

June il 
HOLLAND, VINCENT E., Eastcheap, Coal Merchant. Brighton. 

Pet. May 26. Ord. June 12. 
Horson, HERBERT, Bow, E., Painter. 

June 12. Ord. June 12. 

HOWARTH, WILSON, Saddleworth, Licensed 

Oldham. Pet. June 12. Ord. June t?. 

W., Broad-street-avenue, Accountant. 
Pet. May 17. Ord. June 13. 
Georce, Burnley, Painter. 
Ord. June 12. 


Ord. June 13. 
Blacksmith. 


Shrewsbury. 


SPRINGETT, 
Pet. March 14. 


CLARENCE, 
Ord. 


High Court, Pet. 


Victualler. 


High 
Court. 
Burnley. Pet. 
June 12. 


| Murry, JouHN W., Barking, Essex, General Sundriesman. 


Chelmsford. Pet. May 16. Ord. June 11. 

New 
castle-upon-Tyne. Pet. June 12, Ord. June 12. 

Nourse, Freperick H. T., Thorpe-le-Soken, Essex, Corn 
Chandler. Colchester. Pet. June 5. Ord. June 5. 

Prick, FRANCIS A., Measham, Leicester, Farmer. Burton- 
on-Trent. Pet. June 12. Ord. June 12. 

Shefficld. 

Pet. June 13. Ord, June 13. 

Percy V., Darlington, Commission Agent. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. June 13. Ord. June 13. 

Syer, Herpert L. W., Mileham, Norfolk, Dealer and 
Castrator. Norwich, Pet. June 13, Ord. June 13. 

VAN BERK, THgop0RE, Maddox-st. High Court. 
May 17. Ord. June 11. 

WAITTINGHAM, THOMAS, Triangle, near Halifax, Licensed 
Victualler, Halifax. Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 

Witter, A., Brighton, Fraitand Potato Salesman. Brighton, 
Pet. May 25. Ord. June 12. 

WorLEY, Ben, Beaconsfield, Builder. 
May 8. Ord. June 12. 


Pet. 


Aylesbury. Pet. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

EMERGENCY 
Rota. 

25 Mr. Ritchie 

Synge 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
More 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 
More 
Jolly 
More 
Jolly 
More 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
ROMER. 

Mr. Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
P. O. LAWRENCE. 
Mr. Synge 
Ritchie 
Synge 
Ritchie 
Synge 
Ritchie 


Mr. Justice 
Eve. 

Mr. Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 
Hicks Beach 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 
Mr. Ritchie 
Synge 
Ritchie 
Synge 
Ritchie 
Synge 


APPEAL COURT 
No. 1. 

Mr. More 
Jolly 
Ltitchie 
Synge 
Hicks Beach 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
RUSSELL. 
Mr. Jolly 
More 
Jolly 
More 
Jolly 
More 


Wricuat, Arnonp W., Oldham, General Dealer. Oldham, 

| Pet. May 30. Ord. June 12. 

Wricut, CHARLES A., Walsingham, Norfolk, Horse Dealer. 
Norwich. Pet.Junell. Ord. June 11, 


London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, June 19. 


ACKROYD, EVELINE, Leeds, Costumicr. Dewsbury. 
June 14. Ord. June 14. 

ARONOVITCH, MORRIS, Wilkes-st., Spitalfields, Fur and 
Skin Merchant. High Court. Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 

BLANK, Parr, Praed-st., Tobacconist. High Court. Pet. 
June 15. Ord. June 15. 

Bowers, ALBERT, Bradford, 


Pet. 


Motor Driver. Bradford. 





Pet. June 14. Ord, June 14. 
Brant, WILLIAM J., Fenton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Grocer. 
Hanley, Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 
Buckerrt, SAMUEL M., Dartmouth, Motor Car Proprictor. 
| Plymouth. Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 
BuLcock, WILLIAM B., Carleton, near Skipton, Farmer. 
| Bradford. Pet. June 14. Ord, June l4 . 
| CAPEL, HAROLD C., Hampstead. High Court. Pet. April 30, 
Ord. June 12. 
| CROZIER, CHARLES, Carcroft, Yorks, Coal Miner. 
Pet. June 13. Ord. June 13. 
DANIELS, JoHN E., Leigh, Lancs, General Carter. 
Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 
Davies, JOHN E., Swansea, Hairdresser. 
| June 16. Ord. June 16. 
| FIELD, LEONARD, Nottingham, Dentist. Derby. Pet. June 11. 
Ord. June 11 
HAYNES, Henry E., Birmingham, Tobacco Dealer. Birming- 
ham. Pet. June 1. Ord. June 14. 
| Jones, WirttaM G., Bristol, Warechouseman. 
Pet. June 14. Ord. June 15. 
KEL¥F, HERBERT W., Deal, Piano Dealer. York. Pet. June 13. 
Ord. June 13. 
KRONENBERG, DAVID, Swansea, Tailor’s Presser. 
Pet. June 15. Ord. June 15. 
| Lawson, WILLIAM Carlisle, Wheelwright and 
Smith. Carlisle. Pet. June 15. Ord. June 15. 
LxA, J. Putney, Grocer. Wandsworth. Pet. May 28. Ord. 
June 14, 
Luzmore, C. R., M.A., Marlborough, Pet, 
May 15. Ord. June 13. 
MILLER, Roger R., Blackburn, Textile Worker. Blackburn. 
Pet. June 15. Ord. June 15. 
PARNALL, FREDERICK H., Bassett, Southampton, Traveller. 
Southampton. Pet. May 31. Ord. June 15. 
Perit, Rosa, Acton, W. High Court. Pet. May 11. 
June 14. 
Pryor, The Hon. FREDERICK V. M., Folkestone. 
Court. Pet. May 4. Ord. June 14. 
Rees, Joun, Liandebie. Carmarthen. 
June 16. 
RicuHarRps, EpWarp J., Ladbroke-gardens, 
Pet. March 12. Ord, June 14. 
RIPPINGELLE, FRANK, Birmingham, Agent for Electric 
Fittings. Birmingham. Pet. June 1. Ord. June 14. 
ROBINSON, FRANCIS, Southall, Middix. Windsor. . Pet. 
Jan. 8, Ord. June 13. 
ROWLEY, JANE A., Burslem, Grocer. Hanley. Pet. June 15. 
Ord. June 15. 4 
Surrtey, Mary A., Lofthouse, Yorks, Nurse. Leeds. Pet. 
June 14. Ord. June 14. 
SHOLZINGER, LEWIs, Berwick-st., W.1., Ladies’ Costumier. 
High Court. Pet. May 18. Ord. June 14. 
SKELTON, GrOoRGE, Hagworthingham, 
Lincoln. Pet. June 11. Ord. June 11. 
SMALLEY, ROBERT, Swineshead, Lincs, Smallholder. Boston. 
Pet. June 16. Ord. June 16. 
SOLOMON, SwitZeR, Brynmawr, Brecknock, Draper. Trede- 
gar. Pet. Junel. Ord. June 12, 
STAMPER, WILLIAM R. W., Tiptree, Essex, Corn Merchant. 
Chelmsford. Pet. June 16. Ord. June 16. 
STANTON, OscAR, Newman-st., Advertising Agent. High 
Court. Pet. May 16. Ord. June14. 
TAYLOR, WILLIAM, Manchester, General Dealer. 
Pet. June 14. Ord. June 14. 
Tuomas, RICHARD, Treorchy, Picture Framer and Glazier. 
Pontypridd. Pet. June 15. Ord. June 15. 
Watson, Ropert, Trafford Park, Lancs, Coal Merchant. 
Salford. Pet. June 15. Ord. June 15. 
WILLIAMS, GwityM, Maida Hill, Coal Merchant. High 
Court. Pet. May 15. Ord. June 15. 
WILLIAMS, GwityM H., Cardigen, Draper. Carmarthen. 
Pet. June 14, Ord. June 14. 
WYKEHAM-GEORGE, ARTHUR H., Albert Hall-mansions. 
High Court. Pet. May 18. Ord June 14. 


Sheffield. 
Bolton, 


Swansea. Pet, 


Eristol. 


Swansea, 


General 


High Court. 


Ord. 
High 
Pet. June 16. Ord. 


High Court. 


Lines, Farmer. 


Bolton. 








Idham, 


Dealer. 


Pet 
i and 
une 14 
Pet. 
adford. 
jrocer 


prictor, 


armer. 


pril 30, 


1effield 
olton, 
Pet 
une 11 
irming- 
Lristol. 
une 13. 
wansea, 


General 


ckburn. 
aveller. 
Ord. 
High 
5. Ord. 
Court. 


Electric 
> 14 


stumier. 
Farmer, 
Boston. 
Trede- 
chant. 
High 
Bolton. 
Glazier. 
erchant. 
High 
iarthen. 


ansions. 








